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ADVERTISEMENT. 


HE. former of theſe. letters is b in. 


Engliſh Armen of the Evangelifts; but not be 


large, it is now reprinted, that the whole correſpon- 
dence might be before the reader in a more convenient 


form. It was the more expedient to do this, as my cor- 
reſpondent has ſet me the example of quitting the form, 
of his "Harmony, in printing his Letter, and as it is un- 


certain how far this amicable controverſy may ex- 


tend. When the-whole is completed, theſe Leiters may 


make a volume of themſelves. 
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BISHOP OF. WATERFORD. 


my rnb. 


T hink myſelf honoured 5 ahot notice your | 
1 Lordſhip has thought proper to take of my 

Harmony of the Goſpels, in the notes annexed 
to your: own; and as the greateſt candour is con- 
ſpicuous in every thing your Lordſhip advances 
in oppoſition to my hypotheſis, your will, L doubt 
not, receive what I ſhall now W in G e 


of it with equal candour. 


Our ſubject is not, indeed, of 0 firſt im- 


portance to us as Chriftian Divines, but it is a 
matter of ſome moment to us as Critics.” On 


both ſides, our object, I am confident, is truth, 
and that we ſhall equally think we have gained 
an advantage, if any thing ſhould be advanced on 
either be: that — . e to the mn 
of Re 11361! 


11717 


With this full Sees 1 rakes the liberty 10 
addreſs to yourſelf what has occurred to me in 
conſidering your objections to my hypotheſis, or 
rather that of Mr. Mann, but more truly ſtill that 
of the Antients. 


For there 1 is no doubt that our 
B Lord's 


3 ; 1 LETTER TO THE 


Lord's public miniſtry faving extended no far- 


ther than one complete year was the opinion of 
the earlieſt chriſtian Fathers who have mentioned 


the ſubject, and that, with very few exceptions, 


it continued to be ſo till the time of Euſebius. 


The oppoſite opinion, therefore, being the novel 
one, Fed rather ſeem to require ſomething, that 


ſhould be called an apology. However as the 
leſs antient opinion (viz. that of our Lord's mi- 


niſtry having continued two, three, or four com- 
plete years) has long been the prevailing one, and 


was, I believe, univerſally: ſo before Mr. Magn ; 


7 revived that of the antients: 1 who have adopted 


it am content to call myſelf an apologiſt on this 


occaſion; and, as one of this claſs, L beg your 
Lordſhip's attention to the following replies to 
your rtmarksi and very happy ſhould I think 


myſelf if your Lordſhip would condeſcend to en - 


ter into an calle. difiaifion, of the: queſtion 


2 W 14 3 
N kako as the ſubjeck lead” i chere 
mich new matter before us; and if, by this or 


any other means, a general attention could be 


drawn; to ſubjects of chriſtian literature, it would 


(as, I dare ſay, your Lordſhip will be of opinion) 


de a conſidefable advantage, in an age in which 
every thing relating to religion is manifeſtly”, gets 
ting out of © fipht, even with reſpect to the gene- 
rality of thoſe who do read and think; "which 
Was: by no means the caſe formerly. 44 
Not a century ago, there was, I believe, hardly 


any man of letters, n did not read and ſtudy, 


33 ſo 


F 
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ſo as to pretend to have ſome opinion or other 
on almoſt every theological queſtion... Whether 


they- liked or diſliked, theological writings were 


intereſting to them; whereas at preſent every - 
thing that ſavours of theology is by the generality 


treated with indifference, if not with contempt. 
I flatter myſelf, however, that the prevailing 


indifference : to theſe ſubjects is not even now ſo 


yery: great, but that if divines of your Lordſhip's 
rank and character would follow the example of 
your Lordſhip, and ſhew that they have the ſub- 


ject of religion ſo much at heart as to write about 


it, it would again become a ſubject of general 
attention; and from ſpeculative religion (and 
fuch inconveniences as, with ſuch beings as men 
are, muſt be expected to ariſe from the diſcuſſion 

of it) ſome practical good will not fail to accrue. 
In all controverſy, let who will be the combar- 
ants, the chances muſt, in the end, be in favour of 


truth, and religious truth has numberleſs con- 
nections with virtue. Bp. Pearce's Commentary, 


and Bp. Lowth's Tranſlation of Iſaiah, together 
with your Lordſhip's Harmony of the Goſpels, 


already give us ſome proſpect of the revival of a 


more general attention to theological ſtudies. - 


All your Lordſhip's objections to the hypo: | 


theſis I have endeavoured to ſupport are drawn 


from internal conſiderations, excluſively. of all fo- 


reign evidence; and though I cannot help wiſh- 


ing your Lordſhip had entered into a free diſcuſs _ 
fion of the whole, I have no great objection 


reſting the evidence on internal arguments ; 


« 4 3 
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5 aan the opinion of our Lord's -ublic mini- 
E. *ftry having continued only one complete year 
much more agreeable to what appears on the face 
ol the hiſtory itſelf than any other. 
The circumſtances that your Lordſhip thinks 
| bear the hardeſt on my ſcheme are the following. 
„ The ſtay that you ſuppoſe our Lord muſt have 
6 made at Jeruſalem and in Judea, at and immedi- 
| ately after the firſt paſſover, the time that muſt 
have been taken in his journey from thence to 
Galilee, and his travels about that. country. All 
theſe articles I ſhall, therefore, conſider in the 
firſt place, and then make a w_ other obſerva- 
tions. 

1. Your Lordſhip bete that Jeſus conti- 
nued at Jeruſalem at leaſt during all the eight days 
of the feſtival, whereas I do not find that any thing 
is ſaid to have been performed by him at that 
paſſover that requires more than the few days that 

I have ſuppoſed him to have ſtayed there at that 
time, eſpecially as on my ſcheme (and J have no- 
thing to do with any other) he did not cleanſe | 
the temple at that time. But admitting this, It 
could not be the buſineſs of more than an hour 

or two; and both that tranſaction, and the mira- 
cles he is faid to have wrought there at that time, 
which are only mentioned in general, and not 
ſpecified, might, for any thing that we know to 
ie contrary, have been diſpatched, even in one 
day, and Nicodemus might viſit him the evening 
of the day following, or even of the ſame day. 

For that viſit is full as NF to have followed 

the 
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| the firſt hearing of the miracles as not; and in a 
crouded city, as Jeruſalem was at that time, it 
cannot but be ſuppoſed that the news of a thing 
ſo new and extraordinary would Tpread: through — 
the whole in a ſingle day. 

As to what your Lordſhip obſerves about the 
time of Jeſus cleanſing the temple, in reply to 
Mr, Mann's arguments, Bp. Pearce's, and my 
own, I ſhall only ſay that, after giving the cloſeſt 
attention to your remarks, I do nor ſee that it by 
any means amounts to a ſufficient anſwer. I am 
therefore ſtill deciſively of opinion, that this 
tranſaction, perhaps the boldeſt, and the moſt 
provoking of any thing that he ever did, reſpect- 
ing the Jewiſh rulers, is to be referred to the laſt 
paſſover; when he had no farther meaſures to ob- 
ſerve with reſpe& to them. This, however, not 
being eſſential to my hypotheſis concerning the 
duration of our Lord's miniſtry, I ſhall not enter 
into a particular diſcuſſion of it. 

Alſo with reſpect to the tranſpoſition of the. 
fifth and ſixth chapters of John's goſpel, I am 
fully ſatisfied with reſting it on the evidence that 
has already been advanced in ſupport of it. . 

2. On our Lord's being ſaid to tarry in Judea, 
and to make more diſciples than John, before 
his return into Galilee (John iii. 22. iv. 1.) you 
lay very great ſtreſs. But how the word Sh, 
ſhould neceſſarily import a conſiderable ſpace of 
time. when you acknowledge, p. 9. that in the 
book of Acts, it is ſometimes reſtricted to ten or 
even days, I do not els Indeed, I fee no reaſon 
; Why, 
* 


- 1 1 LETTER 10 THE 
wh: if the context will admit of it, it might 
not be reſtrained to a ſingle. day, or even a few, 
hours, juſt as we actually uſe the word tarry or. 
- ftay; longer or ſhorter being only terms of com- 
pariſon, what i is long in On reſpect being ſhort 
in another.. L 
But what you ye 5 moſt ſtreſs on is the 
circumſtance of Jeſus making more diſciples 
- than John in this interval, interpreting this, 
p. 11. to mean that he made more diſciples at 
that time than John had ever made. Your Lord- 
ſhip, however, muſt allow me to lay, that L 
find no authority whateyer for this interpreta- 
tion, in the evangelical hiſtory, the whole te- 
nour of which appears to me to be evidently 
contrary to it. It is not even at all probable 
that Jeſus made ſo many diſciples as John did 
by all his preaching, of whatever extent you 
make it. John appears to have been almoſi 
univerſally well received; but Jeſus, for rea- 
ſons that I have no occaſion to enlarge upon 
| here, was by no means ſo. 

All that can be meant, therefore, is that Je- 
ſus, at this opening of his miniſtry, made more 
diſciples than John did at that particular time, 
which is altogether. indefinite. And after the 
miracles he had begun to work, and eſpecially 
in Jeruſalem itſelf, ia the neighbourhood of 
which he then was, it can be .no wonder that 
more attention ſhould. be given to him at that 
time than to John, who never pretended to work 
miracles, whoſe preaching was not then ew to 
them, 


2 


Lord may, therefore, well be ſul ppoſed to have 
made more diſciples than John did in theſe cirs 


eumſtagces, and yet not have made very many. 12 


But admitting that he made diſciples iu ſome 
conſiderable number, Jet it be conſidered how 
many converts Peter made Þy one diſcourſe; 
and it cannot be thought very etrsordinary, 
that the ſucceſsful preaching of a few days, ab- 


companied, as his preaching wWas, with -the work 


ing of miracles, at that time a new and aſtoniſh- 


ing hing, and and the advantage he derived from 


the immediately preceding teſtimony of John, 
WhO was held in univerſal eſteem, and the ge 


neral expectation of the Meſh, Thbuld'be BE 
ficient to account for all that the evangelift” haz 


aid on this occaſion; eſpecially conſideriſię g that 
the thing was not ſo conſiderable as Ig? "have 


been even noticed by any otliet eva than 


John, though it Was prior to any thing that 


they have related of the miniſtry or Jefus, when 
it was lealt likely to eſcape their notice, if it 


ng been at all conſiderable. Fw DJs 


Four ſuppoſing; p. 17; thut, upon cis occa - 


| fon, our Lord proceeded Wich that referve 


e and eircumſpection which his vicinity to the 
e Jewiſh rulers ſeems to have requited, js hard: 
ly conſiſtent with the ſuppoſition of his making 
ſo many diſciples: John appears to have Preach- 

ed without any reſerve at all, indeed with; gene 


ral approbation. 
Beſides 
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them, and whoſe” miniſtry was then nearly ex- 
piring3 having indeed, according to every thing 5 
t appears, few new diſciples to make. Our 
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e e this indefinite expreſſion of; ENT 


in Judea, and the circumſtance of our Lord's | 
making more diſciples there than John, you urge 
our Lord's ſaying, John iv. 35. Say ye not after 
four months and then cometh the barveſt, as if this 


muſt. have been pronounced at the time of ſow- 
ing barley ; and therefore you fix this journey 
in November or December, and conſequently 
you make our Lord's abode in Judea after, this 
firſt paſſover about eight months; though after 
wards you content yourſelf with 0 it could 
not be leſs than one month. i 

But i is not this, my Lord, laying A 3 ſtreſs 
upon a very precarious | foundation. By our 


Lord's introducing this obſervation -with Jay ve 
not, I ſhould rather conclude that he was quoting 


a known proverbial expreſſion, which might 


| therefore be uſed as well at one time of the year 


as another. And ſurely his reſting himſelf at 
the well at ſix o clock, or noon, rather leads us 
to imagine that he was fatigued and thirſty with 
travelling j in the heat of the day, a ſhort time af- 
ter the paſſover, hen alſo water could not be 


very plentiful, than that it was in the winter 


ſeaſon, 
Lou do not ſeem, my 5 to 60 3 


ed ſufficiently the ſeveral inconveniencies that 


muſt ariſe to your ſyſtem from this ſtay of eight 
months in Judea, and of Jeſus making ſo many 
diſciples at that time. Ir. is exceedingly evident 
that the great fame of Jeſus in Galilee was ſub- 


ſequent to the miracles that he wrought after his 


arrival 
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Arrival there, and that it was note 4 Secidlly oe 
caſioned by his curing the Uemioniac 
gogue at Capernaum, and all the ſick perſons 
that were brought to him 30 evening of the 
fame day, Now is this eaſily conſiſtent with 
our Lord's having made more diſciples than 


John had ever done, when he may be faid to 


bave diſcipled and baptized the great maſs of | 
the Jewiſh nation? The report of miracles 
wrought fo publickly, as thoſe of Jeſus ſubſe · 
quent to the paſſover generally were, could not 
dut have ſpread very faſt in that ſtate of the 
Jewiſh nation, in a general expectation of the 
Memnah, heightened by the preaching of John. 
Notwithſtanding the great omiſſions that your 
Lordſhip, obſerves there are in ſome parts of the 
goſpel hiſtory, it muſt certainly be thought : 
improbable, that Matthew, Mark; and Luke 
ſhould have known of this long ſtay of Jeſus 
in Judea, and not have noticed it. Other omif- 
flons are generally of ſuch things as were ſimi- 
lar to fach as they had noticed before, or of 
what, or ſome other account, they might deem 


brhineceffary after what they had related. But 


here would be an omiſſion of what may almoſt 

be called the very firſt open publication of the 
goſpel, and of the firſt public mifacles; and of 
the greateſt number of dei les that Jeſus ever 
made, and likewiſe of the falling off of thoſe 
diſciples, which to me is altogether unaccount- 
able. For on our Lord's appearance in Galilee 
we ' hd him almoſt without attendants, and no 
C crouds 
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moni, at 1 hog Sis 

Many things could. not but haves 1 in 
theſe eight months, both diſcourſes and miracles, 
that could not have failed to engage the peculiar 
attention of any perſon who ſhould have been 


- informed of them, and have undertaken to write 
our Lord's hiſtory; and yet the hiſtory of his 


appearance in Galilee is ſo written by three. of 
the evangeliſts, as if they had no idea of any thing 
very material having been done by him before. 
This circumſtance, conſidering the nature of 
the human mind, and the uſual manner of writing 
hiſtory, I deem to be almoſt a demonſtration, 


chat nothing, at leaſt nothing Fompara ale: t to 


what Hllowed, had then happened. 
„According to my diſpoſition of theſe events, 
the whole, ag I cannot help thinking, muſt ap- 


| pear quite eaſy. and natural. Before the paſſover 
Hur Lord had wrought a ſingle, miracle at a pri- 


vate marriage in Cana. It is probable he had 


not at that time. preached in public at all, or 
wrought. any miracle of a more public nature. 


The firſt of this kind appear to have been thoſe 


performed at. J. eruſalem during the feaſt; and 
Jet et they. are not diſtinctly mentioned, 
even by John: (who knew that no notice what- 


ever had been taken of them by any of the other 


evangeliſts), it is (probable they fell far ſhort, of 


the magnitude of thoſe wrought afterwards: in 
Galilee ; and indeed it might naturally be ex- 
. chat ſome kind of a would be ob- 

| | | ſerved 8 


BISHOP OF WATERFORD. mt - 

| ſerved in theſe things, and that our Lord would 
not paſs without any interval from ſuch 4 mira- 
ele as that at Cana, which was not known, i in the 
firſt inſtance, but to the ſervants of a private fac 
mily, to thoſe of fuch n, as he performed af. 

ter wards. Fe 5 "2383 SHO, nenn TN 
In Galilee alſo he goſpel i is ae ſaid to 
: have begun. Thus the Jews before Pilate aecuſ- 
ing Jeſus, ſay, Luke xxiii. 3. He*/tirreth up the 
People teaching through” all Fewry, beginning from 
Galilee to this place. Peter alſo e before 
Cornelius, ſays, Acts x. 37. That word yon 
know, which was publiſhed througbout all Fudea, 
and began from Galilee, after the baptiſm which 
Jobn preached ; and he expreſsly ſays afterwards, 
ver. 39. and we are witneſſes of all things which - 
be did both in the land of the Jews, and in Feruſa- 
lem. Could he with truth have ſaid this, if he 
had known of Jeſus's having preached eight 
months in Judea before he had preached in 
Galilee at all, and of his having by that preach- 
ing made more diſciples than John had done in 
the whole courſe of his miniftry ? Indeed, I 
have obſerved in my Differtations, that Matthew 
himſelf expreſsly fays (ſpeaking of Jeſus's arrival 
in Galilee, ch. iv. ver. 17.) From that time be- 
gan Jeſus to preach. Now what is there to op- 
poſe -to all this. ſubſtantial evidence, but John's 
faying that our Lord tarried, that i is, that he made 
Jome ſtay in Judea before he ſet out for Galilee, 
which, circumſtanced as he then was, could not, 
1 think, have been mote than a few ay 3 
C2 = ] wiſh 
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I with your Lordſhip would alſo conſider anq- 


ther incanvenience attending this ſuppoſed long 
ſtay of Jeſus in Judea, and his making ſo many 
diſciples there, which bi urged very ſtrongly in 
my Diſſertations, but of which I do not find that 


-your Lordſhip has taken any notice at all. Yay 


ſuppoſe Jeſus to have exerciſed his miniſtry in 
Judea fo long, and with ſo much ſucceſs, as tg 
have gained a decided ſuperiority over John, 


which muſt of courſe haye been a thing of great 


notoriety, You alſo ſuppoſe him to have. preach- 
ed long after this, viz. according to the plan of 
your H till near the third paſſover, 


which is, in in all, almoſt too years betore the. 


death of John, and yet Herod is plainly ſup- 
poſed by all the evangeliſts not to have heard 
any thing of him in all that time, inſomuch that 
Pl the death of John, he really entertained the 


notion that Jeſus muſt have been John himſelf 


riſen from the dead; and as he then worked. mi- 
racles, which he had not done before, having 
greater powers than he was inveſted wich be- 
fore his deceaſe. | 
From the manner in x wok the evangeliſts 
Matthew and Mark introduce this account of 


the conjecture. of Herod, it is evident that they 


had no idea of his having ſo much as heard any 
thing about Jeſus before the death of Tok, 
Matt. xiv. 1. At that time (not before) Herod 


the tetrrch heard of the fame of Jbl, Mark vi. 


14. And king Herod heard of bim, for bis fame Was 
** ae, 31 d it ee to aſſign 


ſome 


21. 
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ſome reaſon why Herod might be ſuppoſed not 
to have heard of Jeſus during the few weeks that, 
on my hypotheſis, he had preached before the death . 
of Jahn, aſcribing it to his being probably en- 
gaged in a multiplicity of buſineſs, or pleaſure; 
How. your Lordſhip will be able to account for 
Herod's not having heard of him, preaching in 
public, and working miracles, as you ſuppoſe 
him to have done, for the ſpace of near two years, 
I have no idea. All that you fay at preſent, p. 26. 


is chat © Herod firſt doubted who, Jeſus w 


e but, at length reſolved that it was John 
oF Baptiſt riſea from the dead;” a very extraor- 
dinary. daubt, in the « circumſtances i in which your 
Lordſhip places him, but a more extraordinary 
gelermination, after, what we muſt fu ppoſe, Joms 
_ deliberation and i inquiry. | 

This argument is not a + reduflio. ad abſurdum; 
of the ſame kind with thoſe of Euclid,. but let 
any perſon conſider all the circumſtances of this 
caſe, eſpecially. that Herod was not a Roman, 
but a Jew, ſurrounded by Jews, and not unat- 
tentive to his religion, who had even taken ſome 
' pleaſure. in hearing John preach, for we read, 
Mark vi, 20, that be did many. things: (probably 
things that John bad recommended) and beard 
bim gladly, that this preaching of Jeſus had been 
always near his own dominions (for ĩt was probably 
in his way to Galilee) and that the whole coun- 
try of Judea at that time, including all Galilee, 
was not much larger than Yorkſhire, and I think 
be muſt pronounce that the thing is bardlys 


every Harmony except that of Mr. Mann 
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in fact, les credible, and that a plan of a Har- | 
mony labouring under this difficulty, ti in fact | 
circumſtanced) cannot deſerve much attention. 
T think I may venture to challenge any perſon to 
draw out a plan of a Harmony that ſhall extend 
the public miniſtry of Chriſt to more than one 
complete year, in ſuch a manner as that this one 
difficulty, not to mention many others, ſhall not 
be inſuperable. But perhaps what ſtrikes me ſo 
much may not ſtrike your Lordſhip at all. I 
wiſh, however, your Lordſhip ann A tended. to 
it, and given us your thoughts u 1 
3. The journey from Judea to Cana you fop- 
poſe, p. 17. to have taken fix or ſeven days; 
whereas his ſtay at Sychar is limited to two 
days, which, according to the Jewifh phrafeo- 
logy might mean no more than part of two days, 
and the whole journey from Jeruſalem to Ga- 
lileee was but of three days, according to gur 
Lord's own mode of travelling; and as the part 
of Judea from which our Lord ſet out for Gali- 
lee was probably the moſt remote from Jeruſa- 
lem, the place he had left (and he would natu- 
rally recede farther and farther from it) the jour- 
ney might not be more than two days. Now in 
my computation, I have allowed four days for 
it, and could have taken another day, or more, 
if T had thought it neceſſary. Surely, my Lord, 
there can be no great improbability in this, 
Let us now proceed to Galilee. 5 


0 
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4. To invalidate my cdmputation of time, 
” you ſuppoſe what thetcrangolit does not men- 
tion, and what appears to me to be by no means 
neceſſary. ce Jeſus; you ſay, © muſt have re- 
„ mained at Catia a few days, let us ſay four, 
<« becauſe Jeſus's preſence at Cana wWas notified 
* at Capernaum before the nobleman ſet out to 
e meet him.“ Now John, who is the only evan- 
geliſt that mentions the tranſaction, only ſays, 
chap i iv. 47. Mben be heard that Jeſus tas come out 
of Judea into Galilee (not to Cana) Now as Jeſus 
had taught at Jeruſalem, made ſome diſciples in 
Judea, and ſtayed two days at Sychar, it nenn 7 
very well be known at Capernaum, a place of 
great reſort, that he had left Judea, was travelling 
towards Galilee, ' and even that he would cer- 
tainly go to Cana, and the nobleman might ſet 
out before it was known that Jeſus was actually 
arrived at Cana. It is not impoſſible, therefore, 
but both of them might arrive there the ſame 
day. Beſides you make the diſtance between Ca- 
pernaum and Cana no more than twenty three 
miles, which is ſo ſmall,” that Jeſus might have 
arrived at Cana in the evening, and it might 
have been known at Capernaum the next morn- 
ing; and the nobleman did probably ſet out — 
the morning, becauſe we find that Jeſus pro- 
nounced his ſon cured at the ſeventh Every or 
an hour after noon. * 

5. Your Lordſhip lays great ftreſs i on n the tay 
that you ſuppoſe Jeſus made at Nazareth and its 
TL before he arrived at Capernaum, 

allowing 


ſeems to lay the greateſt ſtreſs is dr 
what is ſaid of our Lord's geing about, all Galilee, 


1 
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allowing eight days for his preaching debe i his 


arrival at Naze 


th, and four days at Nazareth, 


© Bur I think-T-have ſhewn-manfwerably, dat this 


viſit to Nazareth was ſubſequent” to his pr 
at Capernaum, and. tare hal not "argue ic 

in chis place: 4 
©: 6. But * which your e Lordſhip 


Matt. iy. 23. after his arrival at Capernaum, ſub- 


ſequent to his (curing the demoniac in the fyna- 


gogue there. A month, you ſay, is a moderate 


| ſpace of time for theſe tranſactions; whereas 1 


allow no more than a weele to tem. 
2 Surely, my Lord, in this, as in a former eaſe, 
you lay too great ſtreſs on general expreſſions, which, 
after all, you yourſelf wars fuppoſe to'be un- 
derſtood quite literally; for all Galilee cannot 
mean here every town and village in Galilee; 


and if it maſt be reſtricted, why may it not be to 


the places in the neighbourhood of Capernaum, 
eſpecially Choraſin and Bethſaida, which were 
probably within a few miles of eb. eee 


Our Lord himſelf ſeems to lead to this con- 
ſtruction, by ſaying, after he had left Capernaum, 


Mark i. 38. Let us go into the next towns, that T 


may preach there alſo, for therefore came I forth. 


And as it is evident that a fingle day had fufficed 
him at Capernaum, ſo that he was obliged to 
depart, on account of the crouds that reſorted to 
him, leſs than a day enn well en arr any 
other place. | 
Had 
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"Had our Lord's perambulation been particu- 
5 dicks deſcribed, ſo that you could have written 

a complete Nenerury of his journey, | this argu- 
ment would have deſerved more attention; but 
phraſes fo indeterminate as theſe, and by writers 
who are known, and acknowledged, to uſe other 
phraſes of the greateſt extent in very limited 
ſenſes, ſurely will not bear ſo much ftrefs. © Your 
Lordſhip ſuppoſes that this progreſs through G 


lilee was about ſeventy” miles. But the ſuppoſi- 


tion is altogether” arbitrary. To have viſited 


every place he muſt have travelled ſeventy times 


as far, to have walked the boundary would have 
anſwered no purpoſe, but to viſit a few of the 
principal places in the neighbourhood of the 
town from which he ſet out, might not require a 
journey of more than a few days. And, as] have 
indeed already obſerved, it is after this very | 
ney, that he is ſaid by Mark to have returned to | 
Capernaum after ſome days only, Marke id. 1. and 
according to the Vulgate tranſlation, it is ahr 
eigbi days, and yet this very evangeliſt ſays, that 

on this journey be nn, fire . pony 
Mark 1. 39... 5% 

Taur Lordſhip. ſays; p. 21. th nn the 
© embaſly from John Jefas had actually wrought 
<« a great proportion of his miracles at Chorafin 
c and Bethſaida, and that, allowing time for 
< theſe miracles,” as a ſufficient ground for fo 
« ſolemn a denuncation, muſt create an em- 
e barraſſment to the adopter of Mr. Mann's hy- 
& e "FA really, my Lord, I feel no 
D» kind 
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kind of eas: on the d - when 


even a ſingle miracle, publickly performed in 


each of thoſe places, and eſpecially as much as 
we know to have been tranſacted at Capernaum 


in the evening of a ſingle day, when our Lord 


cured all the ſick that were brought to him, 


would abundantly juſtify all the denunciations, 


ſolemn as they are. In fact, his repeating the ſame 


ching day after day in the ſame place, for a month 
together, would not have produced any more effecl, 


probably even leſs, than his doing it in one day, 
provided the miracles he wrought there were pub 
lien known, and univerſally acknowledged. 0 
The preaching of our Saviour is not to be 
compared to that of Chriſtian miniſters. at this 
day, when no miracles are wrought, but only 
truths laid down, and motives inculcated, which 


require time to produce any conſiderable effect. 


The proper ſubject of his preaching lay in a ſmall 
compaſs, viz. the kingdom of God is at hand, repent 
aud believe the . goſpel, or ſomething. elſe. to the 
fame effect; and all that he had to do was to con- 
firm this aſſertion, and enforce this belief, by well 
atteſted miracles. His moral inſtructions were 


given only occaſionally, as he found opportunity. 
He had, therefore, no long ſermons to make, 


but only to ſay and do what might leave an im- 


preſſion on the minds of his auditors, that he 


came with a commiſſion from God, and eſpecially 


enable them to infer that he was the perſon fore- 


told by the prophets under the character of their 
Meſſiah, n our L buſineſs in this 


view, 5 


* 
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view; 1 cannot help thinking one year, in ſo ſmall 


a country as Judea, a much more natural and 


Probable period for ons e W chan 
e e 80 


7. Your Lordſhip a the n of 


Sod in John vi. 4. though Mr. Mann ſuppoſes. 
it to be an interpolation, and Bp. Pearce con- 
5 jectures that the whole verſe may be ſo. This 
is an inſtance in which the minds of different 


perſons are very differently impreſſed by the 


ſame thing. I think it certain that Irenæus had 


not this word in his copy of the goſpel, whereas 


your Lordſhip thinks, p. 27. he might have vver- 
looked it, notwithſtanding it made ſo much for 
his purpoſe to, have diſcovered and noticed it. 


As to Mr. Mann's argument, that the early chriſ. 


tian Fathers could not have ſuppoſed;as they did, 
that our Lord preached only one year, if, in their 

copies of the goſpel, this text had been the ſame 
that it is in ours, you content yourſelf witli ſay- 


ing that . too ſtrict attention and accuracy in the 
* ancient fathers are here ſuppoſed. Now I 


will allow, with your Lordſhip, that with reſpect 
to juſtneſs of reaſoning, and ſome other matters, 


extreme accuracy is not to be expected of them, 


but in a thing ſo palpable as this, not to have 
diſcovered this circumſtance muſt imply greater 
inattention, and ſtupidity, than almoſt any man, 
and much more a body of men, and a ſeries of 
writers, can poſſibly be ſuſpected of. I cannot 


help thinking therefore, that the diſtinct mention 
of the three paſſovers which we now find in the 


D's 5 n 
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goſpel of John would neceflarily have precluded | 
any ſuch opinion as that our Lord's public mi- 
niſtry did not continue more than one complete 
year; whereas, excepting the caſe of Irenæus on- 
Jy ;- who; however, does not pretend to have had 
ibis ſupport of his opinion, and whoſe prejudices 
may well enough be accounted for, this was the 
opinion of all the learned Fathers for ſeveral cen- 
turies. After the time of Irenæus, if not before, 
the ſubject was certainly attended to, and even 
then both Auſtin and Jerom, two of the moſt 
learned men of their time; evidently conſidered 
our Lord's public miniſtry WER Wande 
_ little more than two years. 
That even Euſebius, ee; firſt ache! 
ed the hypotheſis that has prevailed ever ſince, 
— not, however, this reading (on whatever elſe 


de might ground his opinion) I ſtill think very 


probable. For conſiſtently with this I do not 
ſee how he could maintain, as he does, that the 
three firſt evangeliſts have recorded the actions of 
our Saviour for one year only, viz. after the im- 
priſonment of John the Baptiſt; ſince events that; 
I believe, all Harmoniſts refer to periods before 
this paſſover are noticed by the other evangeliſts, 
as having happened after the impriſonment of 
John; and a whole year at leaſt muſt neceſſarily 
have intervened between this paſſover and that 
in which our Lord ſuffered. According to your 
Lordſhip's own arrangement of the facts, a very 
great part of the evangelical hiſtory belongs to 


the time before this N For you make it 
| the 
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the third of our Lord's miniſtry, and you place 

1e ſonment of John preſently after the firſt 
paſſover, Conſequently your Lortfhip's idea of 
the diſtribution of events in the goſpel hiſtory is 
widely different indeed from ttrat ef Euſebius. 
Nor do think it poſfible to form a Harmony 
agreeable to his idea of all the events recorded 
by Matthew, Mark, and Lulce ay withia one | 
years and retain this reading, 

Having now replied to all your Lordſhip's 0b 
jections to my hypotheſis, you will allow me to 
expreſs my regret that you ſhould have reprobated 
it without conſidering ail the arguments by which 
it is ſupported. I ſhould have been particularly 
glad to have known in what light ſeveral, at leaſt; 
of the moſt confiderable of them appear to the 
mind of a perſon ſo ingenuous as your Eordſhip; 
I ſhall take the liberty on this occaſion to recall 
ſome of them to your Lordſhip's attention, and 
I with that if you ſhould think proper to reconſi 
der this ſubject, you would make __ obſerya- 
tion with reſpe& to them. 

If the internal evidence had been al chat we 
could have acceſs to, we muſt have been obliged 
to acquieſce in it, and have been content to make 
the moſt of it. But it appears to me very ex- 
traordinary that when poſitive external evidence 
is actually within our reach, no regard whatever 
ſhould be paid to it. Now it happens that many 
of the moſt reſpectable of the early chriſtian 
writers have given their deciſive evidence in fa- 


vour us our Lord's public miniſtry having con- 
tinued 
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tinued * one complete year; and 4 . 
ever ſo fanciful and weak in ſome things cannot 
affect their teſtimony to ſuch a fa# as this, which 


muſt have been within the knowledge of their 


immediate predeceſſors; and their mentioning it 


without the leaſt: doubt or heſitation on the ſub- 


ject, implies that they had no idea of there be · 


ing any other opinion about it. The earlieſt 
writers were certainly the moſt likely to have the 
beſt information concerning this fact; and if any 


miſapprehenſion ſhould ariſe about it, it is moſt 
Ar to have ariſen in later ages. | 


Your Lordſhip, I obſerve by the way, dates the | 
firſt year of our Saviour's miniſtry by A. D. 30. 


Now it is, I believe, the unanimous opinion of 


the antients that our Lord was crucified when the 
Gemini were conſuls, which was A. D. 29. If by 
A D. your Lordſhip means not the year of the 


vulgar æra, but the true year of the life of Jeſus, 
beſides its being a ſingular method of notation, 


it will, I think, involve your Lordſhip in great 
difficulties with reſpect to the received chrono- 
logy of other capital events of thoſe times. : 

Neglecting the proper external evidence, I 
vim your Lordſhip had attended more particular - 


ly to the conduct of Luke compared with itſelf 


only. He dates, with remarkable circumſtan- 
tiality, the beginning of the preaching of John, 


from which it is almoſt a certainty that it was 


A. D. 28. or the fifteenth year of the proper reign 
of Tiberius, after the death of Auguſtus; and, 


according to the courſe of his narrative, as all 


perſons | 


BISHOP Of WATERFORD. 23 
perſons muſt have concluded if no other goſpel 
had been extant, it was in the year immediately 
following this that Chriſt ſuffered. This there 
fore muſt have been A. D. 29. the very year in 
which the Gemini were conſuls. Now would he 
not have prevented this neceſſary inference, if he 
had been aware that it was not agreeable to the 
truth; having, according to your idea of his con- 
duct, omitted every note of time that could poſ- 

ſibly diſtinguiſh the three or four years which 
vou ſuppoſe to _ intervened TOY thele 
EVents.: :..: 

On the hypotheſis that I have W his con- 
duet is quite natural. For he gives a preciſe date 
for the preaching of John, but does not give any 
date for the death of Chriſt, becauſe, according 
to his narrative, it evidently happened the year 
following. Surely he who has dated with ſo 
much preciſion the leſs important event of the 
preaching of John, would not have failed to 
fix the date of the more important event, the 
death of Chriſt, if he had not taken it for grant- 
ed, that it might be eaſily and certainly inferred 
from the courſe of his narrative. | 

With reſpe& to the omiſſion of any mention 
of our Lord's attendance at the public feaſts of 
the Jews, which is certainly a difficulty on your 
NY 8 hypotheſis, you are pleaſed to ſay, 

15. that from his baptiſm to the ſecond 

F -paſſaver, Jeſus was ſo employed in the great 
« work of his miniſtry, that he went not up to 
Hg eruſalem at any Jewiſh feaſt, except that re- 
corded: 


| eopded in John: ch. ii,” Now: ſurely he who ex. 
pPreſsly ſaid, Matt. iii. 1 f. that it became him to 
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Tulfil a righteouſneſs, would not negle& ſo im- 


portant a part of the duty of 'a Jew. And if his 
miniſtry laſted, as you ſuppoſe, three years and 

2 half, he had ſurely time enough to attend to 

the proper duties of it, without omitting others 


- which were acknowledged to be of univerſal obli- 


gation. Beſides, his appearance at the public 


feaſts muſt have been of particular conſequenee 
do the publication of his credentials as the Meſſiah, 


and indeed of his preaching in general; becauſe. 


every male Jew was obliged ta attend at all thoſe 


feaſts, ſo that there would have been no body leſt 
in the country, with whom he could exerciſe 


Whatever it is that you mean by the great work 
¶ bis miniſtry, but the women and * the 
old and the infirm. 


| Beſides theſe articles, I hae your n 


will not fail particularly to conſider the extreme 
improbability of Herod's not being able to diſ- 
tinguiſh between John and Jeſus on the fuppoſi- 


tion of our Saviour having preached fo long as 
you make him to have done before the death of 


John, viz. two years and a half, and two whole 
ears of it after his impriſonment. —_ 

- Your Lordſhip will alſo pleaſe to attend to the 
very remarkable omiſſion of all notes of time for 

ſo many years as you ſuppoſe to be omitted in the 
goſpels of Matthew, Mark and Luke, and give ſome 


attention to the other articles advanced by me in 
18 eighth ſection, p. 48, &c, But without con- 


— 
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| Adering the plan of my Harmony, or the argu-, 
ments that F have advanced in favour of it, 1 
wiſh your Lordſhip would caſt your eye delibe- 
rately over your own, and conſider how very lit- 
tle of the goſpel hiſtory you include in the tranſ- 
actions of the firſt year of our Lord's public mi- 
niſtry. You ſuppoſe him to work ſome miracles, 
not ſpecified, at Jeruſalem, and to diſcourſe with 
Nicodemus ; to make diſciples in Judea, but 
without ſpecifying either difcourſes or miracles, 
in a refidence of ſeveral months. You farther 
make him travel through Samaria, cu cure the no- 
bleman's fon at Cana, preach one fabbath at Na- 
zareth, call Simon and Andrew, cute the demo- 
niac at Capernaum, a leper in the neighbouring | 
country, and alto a paralyric perſon, and finally, 
to. call Matthew to attend him. This 1 is all that 
is recorded in the firſt year. f 
Compare this with the buſineſs which * 
throw into the ſecond, and eſpecially the third 
year, and I cannot help thinking that the diſtribu- 
tion will appear to your Lordſhip's attentive re- 
conſideration” exceedingly unnatural. The firſt 
events would neceſſarily make the greateſt um- 
preſſion on the minds of our Saviour's followers 
and hiſtorians, and ſubſequent tranſactions of a 
ſimilar nature would be thoſe that would he 
paſſed over in ſilence; a conduct which the firſt 
view of my calendar appears to be actually ob- 
ſerved, according to the hypotheſis that I have 
. 
E. 3 
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4 mall not here enter into any e of 
other incidental points of difference between - 
your Lordſhip and myſelf, as that of the inſpira- 
ion of the evangeliſts as writers, which you adopt, 
and which IJ conſider as nothing leſs than a mill - 
ſtone about the neck of Chriſtianity, and from 
which I would, therefore, willingly diſengage it. 
With reſpect to the ſubject of this letter, I am 
happy in agreeing with your Lordſhip, that“ all 
ce the real difficulties in harmonizing the goſ- 
« pels, will at length yield to the efforts of ra- 
< tional criticiſm,” and, notwithſtanding my at- 
tachment to other purſuits, I hope I can alſo with 
truth, ſay with your Lordſhip, that © the advance- 
te ment of ſacred literature is the end of my ſtu- 
ce dies, and the object of my ambition.” 

With the greateſt reſpe& for your lordſhip 9 
character, I am, 


My Lord, 
| You Lordhip 8 | 
Very humble Servant, | | 
And eri in the e of Jeſus Chriſt, 


Calne, Auguſt 1779. | | 
J. PRIESTLEY. 
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my LORD, 


＋ is with ſincere pleaſure tat I find your 
| Lordihip has entered ſo largely into the diſ- 
cuſſion of the queſtion concerning the dura- 
tion of our Lord's miniſtry, as I flatter myſelf 
that ſome new light will, by this means, be 
thrown upon it, whether it be decided to general 
ſatisfaction or not. I ſhould have made this re- 
ply. much ſooner, had not a tedious illneſs, from 

which I ſeveral times had little hope of recovery, 
and likewiſe a total change in my ſituation and 
affairs (which left me no opportunity of conſult- 
ing books, or writing any thing) intervened. 
But as ſoon as ever I found myſelf in tolerable 
health, and ſufficiently at leiſure, I fat down to 
read your Lordſhip's letter to me with care, and 
to write what I now preſent to your Lordſhip, 
and our readers, in reply to it. 

If my addreſs to your Lordſhip be not in a 
very high degree reſpe&ful, I do aſſure you it 
does not by any means correſpond with my feel- 
ings and intentions. The diſcuſſion of this queſ- 


E 2 - tion, 


- 


dern ro ru 
tion, which I find is intereſting to many chriſ- 


tian critics (and this is, I believe, the firſt time 
that it has ever been properly diſcuſſed) is of it- 


ſelf highly agreeable to me, who love theſe 
ſtudies; and to diſcuſs it with a perſon of your 
Lordſhip's learning, and moſt amiable candour, 


I conſider as highly honourable to me. 
Conſidering this buſineſs as one that neceſſarily 

draws my attention to the ſacred writings (which, 

with whatever view we look into them, with due 


attention, cannot fail to reward our ſearch) this 
amicable controverſy has charms for me az well as 


for your Lordſhip. And ſince, as you Juſtly 
obſerve, p. 16. ſtudying the ſcriptures may be 


& compared to repeating philoſophical experi- 
« ments, in the coutſe of which the moſt unex- 


te pected diſcoveries are often made,” I hope 1 


ſhall neither of us deſiſt from this inveſtigation, 
till nothing more ſhall remain that we ſhall be 


able to advance in order to complete it. 

| To be as little tedious as poſſible, I ſhall touch 
Wa lightly, if at all, upon any topics on which 
I ſhall be able to advance nothing that ſhall ap- - 
pear to myſelf. to be ne, or materially to affect 
what your. Lordſhip has advanced on the ſame 
ſubject. By this means the whole of the evi- 
dence on the greater part of the ſeveral topics 


*will ſoon be produced, and the controverſy will 


pretty quickly come to its proper termination; 
at leaſt all the evidence that each of us ſhall be 
able to collect will be before the public, whoſe 


deciſion wil follow i in due. time, 85 55 
10 
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To introduce as much diſtinctneſs as I can inte 
- conduct of this argument, and thereby to 


make it lefs tireſome to your Lordſhip, and to 


our readers, I ſhall, in this, and all che ſubſequent 
letters, diſcuſs each article in a ſeparate ſection. 


"SF'CTTON „ 


Of the reftimony of ah drm Fathers. 
N the firſt place, I wiſh your Lordſhip to re- 


conſider the teſtimony of the early chriſtian 


Fathers, which appears to me to be more deciſive 
than you ſeem to be aware of, and to attend to 


ſome circumſtances relating to it, which you 
ſeem to have overlooked. | 


Notwithſtanding you dee i to quali” 


| ſome of my authorities, you do not deny, that 
it was a received opinios with. ſeveral of the 


chriſtian Fathers, and eſpecislly ſome of the ear- 


lieſt of them, that our Savigy r's miniſtry did not 
extend much beyond a yea, Your Lordſhip 


thinks you can account for this; but when you 


ſhall reconſider the reaſons you have produced, 


% 


| T-cannot help thinking you will be ſenſible that 


they are altogether inſufficient for the purpoſe. 
You fay, p. 130. They thought that the 
ee three firſt evangeliſts recorded only our Lord's 
<« actions for one year, after John's impriſon- 
* ment; and they ſeem to have put the more 
| RS | public 


* 
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40 public part of Jeſus's miniſtry for the whole 


ec of it.“ 


Now I wonder your Lordduip ſhould not I 
conſidered both how they came to do this, and 


likewiſe what is the neceſſary conſequence of ſup- - 


poſing even thus much. Even Euſebius, the 
firſt who extended our Lord's miniſtry beyond 
two years and a half, and, as far as appears, all 
bother writers, till the very mogerns, ſuppoſed that 
the three firſt evangeliſts related only the events 
of one year; that is, they go upon the idea, that 
only one year intervened between th impriſon- 
ment of John and the death of Chriſt. But 
this ſpace, by your Lordſhip's own confeſſion, 
includes all the events that Mr. Mann and my- 
ſelf endeavour to bring within the compaſs of a 


year. So that whatever the ancients thought of 


that part of our Lord's miniſtry which preceded 
the impriſonment of John the Baptiſt . (which 
they ſuppoſe to be recorded by John) they all 
agreed with me 1n every thing that your Lordſhip 
finds the hardeſt to be reconciled to in my Fr 
potheſis. 

| Whatever journeys your Lordlhip puts t to my 
account, the ſame you muſt put to theirs; and 
every mile you make our Saviour to walk per 
day affects them juſt as much as myſelf. We al- 
ſo perfectly agree in the time allowed for the 
inſtruction of the apoſtles, and every thing elſe 
that you can ſay was of much importance 
to our Lord's great object; nor is it poſſible 
your Dran can make us differ much with 


10008 


BISHOP OF WATERFORD. « WM _- 


reſpect to the various perambulations of all Ga- 
lilee, the time taken up by the miſſion of the 
twelve, or the ſeventy, &c. And yet all the ab- 
ſurdiry and embarraſſment that you imagine you 
find in the ſcheme is put to the account of us 
poor moderns only. This is, indeed, very hard, 
when all the ancients to a man, of whatever du- 

ration they made the whole of Chriſt's miniſtry, 
are equally chargeable with it, and led us into it. 

Your Lordſhip ſays, p. 125. © It is unknown 
« to us what events Euſebius ranged between 
te the impriſonment of John and the miraculous 
« feeding of the five thouſand, and therefore his 
« diſtribution of them may have been indefen- 
ce ſible. But it cannot be unknown to us what 
events he ranged between the impriſonment of 
John and the death of Chriſt, becauſe it is all 
that is related by the three other evangeliſts, 
and all that your Lordſhip F objects 
to in my hypotheſis. 
In fact, your Lordſhip differs more from thoſe 
of the antients whom you quote againſt me than 
I do, and much more materially. I agree with 
them with reſpect to all the buſy part of our 
Lord's life, that is, every thing in which your 
| Lordſhip can pretend to find any difficulty, and 
I differ from them only with reſpect to a period 
in which there are few or no proper events re- 
corded. Whereas your Lordſhip agrees with 
them wth reſpect to neither. 

Admitting what Euſebius, and all the antients, 


ſuppoſed (and on nut good authority can we 
| diſpute 
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- diſpute it) that the three firſt evangelifts related 
the events of only one year of our Lord's life, 
can your Lordſhip think it credible, that they 
ſhould all confine themſelves to the taft'of three 
or four; when the whole was equally before them. 
Was there no event in the whole compaſs of the 
two or three preceding years that they thought 
worth ſingling out and recording? This would 
be more eſpecially extraordinary in the caſe of 
Luke, who relates the circumſtances of our Sa- | 
viour's birth ſo very minutely, and his vifit to 
Jeruſalem at twelve years of age. A total ſilence 
in ſuch a writer as this, to the two or three firſt 
years of the opening of our Lord's miniftry, | is 
altogether unaccountable,. _ © ” 
Your Lordſhip ſhould likewiſe have better con- 
ſidered how theſe antient writers came to adopt 
this opinion, ſuppoſing it not to be true; for 
the account your Lordſhip gives of it has not, 
in my opinion, a ſufficient appearance of proba- 
bility, and is not countenanced by the only ey1- 
dence you have produced in favour of it. 
Four Lordſhip fays, p. 1 yo, It is likewiſe 
cc clear that their notion was founded on a miſ- 
e taken interpretation of a paſſage in Ifaiah;“ 
meaning what he ſays of the acceptable” year of 
the Lord. Now, a priori, it is much more proba- 
ble that a particular text ſhould be accommo- 
dated to a well known fact, and be imagined to 
refer to it, than that a fact, which could not but | 
have been well known in the apoſtolical age, 
mould, in the age immediately ſucceeding, came 
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to be diſbelieved on account of the interpreta- 
tion of a particular text, and a text which muſt 
Have been groſsly i miſtaken before it could have 
been imagined to bear ſuch a ſenſe. When all 
the prophetical language is highly figurative, 
who would have thought of interpreting ſuch an 
expreſſion as the dcteptable year of the Lord lite- 
rally, if it had not been countenanced by an opi- 
nion previouſly eſtabliſhed on better authority, 
_ viz. that our n did not preach publickly more 
| than one year? 

Pour Lerdmip bduces two durhibritdes in 
pion of the opinion having been derived from 
the propheey, and not the interpretation of the 
prophecy from the opinion. The firſt is that of 

Clemens Alexandrinus, who himſelf maintained 
the opinion. His words, as your Lordſhip quotes 


them, p. 130. are That he muſt preach only a 


a * wears is thus written. He ſent me to preach the. 
© acceptable year of the Lord.” Now in this 1 
am far from ſeeing any proof that the interpreta- | 
tion of the prophecy gave riſe to the opinion. 
On the contrary, the conſtruction that I ſhould 
put upon it would be, that it was an attempt to 
accommodate a Buren text wn a received 
opinion. 
Tour Lordſhip? s other authority i is from Ire- 
 n#vs who combats the opinion, and ſpeaking of 
the Valentinians, who held it, ſays Duodecimo 
menſe dicunt eum paſſum et ex propheta tentant 
hoc ipſum confirmare. Scriptum enim eſt, vocare an- 
num dei acceptum—IIli autem ut figmentum ſuum 
F de 
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de eo 504 ſcriptum eſt, vocare annum- dei acceptum, 


| affirment, dicunt eum uno anno prædicaſſe. That 


<< 1s, that he ſuffered in the twelfth month they en- 
« deavour to confirm from the prophet, for it is 
« written to proclaim the acceptable year of God. 
« For they, to ſupport their imagination. from 
the preceging words, ſay that he preached one 


ec year.“ This I even think leſs to your Lord- 


| ſhip's purpaſe! . This writer is ſo far from ſaying 


that the Valentinians derived their opinion from 
the prophecy,” that he evidently ſuppoſes the 
opinion to have had an exiſtence previous to 
their interpretation of the prophecy, and only 
charges them with an endeavour to een 
their opinion by the prophecy. 

In ſhort, my Lord, every thing at which your 
Lordſhip revolts in the ſyſtem that I contend for 
appears to have been univerſally received among 
chriſtians in the primitive times ; and Valentinus, 
who was a man of learning, but, like too many 
others of that age, deeply tinctured with the 
philoſophy of Plato, adopted it, not as having 


any connection with his hereſy ; but only mak- 


ing a bad uſe of his ingenuity, as Origen did af- 


terwards, and giving a whimſical reaſon for an ac- 


5 knowledged fact. But, my Lord, what is there 
In the ſcriptures themſelves for which whimſical 


reaſons have not been given? And if every thing 


was to be rejected becauſe ſome have argued 


weakly ; in ſupport of it, nothing of the moſt ge- 
nuine ſcripture hiſtory would d <-> 
| 7 After 


BISHOP 'OF WATERFORD, -— > 


After your Lordſhip's general conceſſion, 5 
the preceding remarks upon it, I have no occa- 
ion to ſcrutinize every particular evidence: FL 
| Hhall' therefore only make flight remarks on a 
few of them, and then proceed to other general 
Nr Ge relating to the ſubjec . 

I wonder your Lordſhip ſhould ſo abt as 
mention be epiſtles of Enatius, as if they could 
add any ſtrength to your argument with critics 
of the preſent age, when your Lordſhip muſt 
know that ſuch eminent critics as Salmaſius, 
Blondel and Daille contend, not that the larger 
epiſtles, only, but the Jz/er alſo are ſpurious: 
| The candid Moſheim ſays © The whole queſtion 
ce relating to the epiſtles of Ignatius in general 
« ſeems to me to labour under much obſcurity, 
er and to be embarraſſed with many difficulties.“ 
As to the larger epiſtles, which your Lordſhip 
quotes after M. Whiſton, P- 133. I believe chat 
even the Papiſts in general reject them. 

Dr. Lardner ſays that, © whether the ſmaller 
ct « epiſtles themſelves of Ignatius be genuine is 
a difficult queſtion;” tho', upon the whole, he 
is of opinion that they are genuine, with ſome 
interpolations. Credibility, P. 2. vol. 1. p. 153. 

It is true that Tertullian, in one place, ſays 
chat © our Lord was revealed in the 12th year of 

Tiberius,“ tho” in another place he determines 

the death of our Lord to the 15th of Tiberius. 
But to make this writer conſiſtent with himſelf, 
and with all the other chriſtian fathers; who uni- 
weer mention the 15th, and never the 12th of 
* | Tiberius 
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Tiberius i in any view, 1- would 322? POW that, 
_ inſtead of XV, ſome tranſcriber ſeparated the 
parts of the V, and thereby made them into II, 
which would make the reading XII, inſtead of 
XV. This is a mere conjefure, but I din 1. 
an unnatural one. 
Since Lactantius pliers the "drach of Chriſt n 
Kut 15th of Tiberius, juſt like Clemens Alexan- 
drinus, and this was the year in which John 
Preached (it is plain enough, tho as your Lorꝗ- 
ſhip obſerves, p. 133, “ he no where informs us 
e how long he thought the miniſtry, of Chriſt. 
* laſted;”) that he could nat. give auch more 
than a year to it. Indeed, it ſeems to have been 
taken ſo much for granted, that the goſpel hiſtory 
was comprized within the ſpace of a year, that, 
without due conſideration, the early Fathers in- 
clude all the preaching of John in the ſame year. 
And in this we cannot blame them much, ſincs 
the whole was not two complete Frars 
In the preface to my Enghiſh Harmony, I qumted: 
the teſtimony of Archelaus Biſhop of Mefopeta> 
mia, in the reign. of Probus, about A. D. 278. 
This teſtimony, I would obſerye by the way, be- 
ing that of an eminent biſhop in the Eaſt, is cer- 
tainly of more value than that of Irenzus in Gaul, 
or any of the Weſtern Fathers. After his time, 
Jerom, who reſided much in the Eaſt, does not 
pretend to make the duration of Chriſt's migifey 
more than two years. 
Valeſius, as quoted by Tanks (Credibility, 
P. 2. vol. 5 p. 109.) * that * all the Antients 
be compute 


“ etiam apud Vetuſtiſſimos, fuit, 4 
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re o phUte no more chan one Near in Chrift's 


ce miniſtry.” 5 
he recites all abe qpinippabe. could 
„ and who himſelf ſuppoſed 
Chriſt to have preached three Fears and a ha 
begins with ſaping, p. 9 Vulgaris opinio, 
| la dicta 
tet facta, quæ in Evanglica hiſtoria A baptiſma 
« Chriſti. uſque ad paſſionem ejus deſcribu 
< unĩus tantum anni ſpatio comprehendenda eſſe. 
I 1 ſhall now proceed to remarłs ſof a more 80 
neral nature relating to this ſubject. 
Tour Lordſhip has made no obſeryation on the 
general teſtimony of the Antients in fayour 9 
Jeſus having been crucified when the Gemini 
were ec ſuls, which was A. D. ag. This I think 
cannot well be invalidated ; and tho you ſay, 
p. 1355 you do not propoſe to 4 diſcuſs, points of 
* chronology, which reſt on authorities beyond 
* the compaſs ef the goſpels themſelves,” I do 
not ſee how we can help conſidering them wen 
they may be of real uſe to ſettle a point of contro» | 
| ve! ſuch as we:are no diſcuſſing. Now this 
year, A. D. 29, immediately following the pro- 
per 15th of Tiberius (reckoning from the time 
that the years of: Auguſtus ended, which I think 
muſt be the only proper method) the year in 
which John began to preach, is certainly an argu- 
ment for the ſhort. duration of our Lord's mi _ 
niſtry that well deſerved your Lordſhip's atten- 
tion. With me, I own, it weighs conſiderably, 
as I think it muſt do with others, unleſs your 
Lordſhip 
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| Legale ſhall take ſome method to invali; 
4 date w.' | 
No 15 It is obſervable, that long after the opinion . 
gan to be formed, that our Saviour's miniſtry 
muſt have continued at leaſt two years, all the 
Fathers, even ſo late as Jerom, ſtill ſpeak of our 
Lord's ſuffering in the 15th of Tiberius; which 
is really inconſiſtent with it. For what could be 
meant by chriſtian writers, by the r5th of Ti- 
berius, but the ſame year that Luke meant by it. 
In fact, it muſt have been copied from Luke. 
But this is the very year in which tha evangeliſt 
ſays that John began to preach. There is no 
room, therefore, for the extenſion. of our Lord's 
miniſtry beyond one year. 1 585 n 0019) 
It cannot indeed be Arietly true, that our 
Saviour died in the ſame year in which John be- 
| n to preach. But the early chriſtians, having 
1 à general idea that the whole ſubject of Luke's 
goſpel, beginning with the preaching of John, \ was 
comprized within the ſpace of little more than a 
year, they might, writing not as chronologers, 
but only mentioning facts incidentally, give the 
date that Luke begins wir to all the events 
eomprized within it promiſcuouſly. . 
Or, ſince all the moſt early writers who mention 
any date of the death of Chriſt according to the 
_ e6nſuls ſay that it happened when the Gemini 
were in that office; and their conſulſnip was the 
fifteenth of the complete years of Tiberius, they 
yo omit that part of the year after Auguſt 
eee died, and give it to Auguſtus. 
That 
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That ſome of them did compute the years of Ti 
bern! in this manner will appear preſently. 
Either of theſe ſuppoſitions will tolerably well 
account for the light - inaccuracy. But on no 
conſideration can the fixing of the death of Chriſt 
to the fifteenth of Tiberius be conſiſtent with the 


1 opinion of our Lord's preaching much more than 


a year, except that of reckoning the years of Ti- 
berius in a manner different from that of Luke, 
for which none of theſe writers makes any apolo-— 
gy, as might have been expected, conſidering 
how much better Luke's goſpel was known to 
Chriſtians than any other writings in which the 
years of Tiberius could be mentioned. Indeed 
that any hiſtorian properly dates the years of Ti- 
berius ſo that any of them ſhall fall within 
the life of Auguſtus, is, I think, not probable. 
If, however, your Lordſhip can produce any 
evidence of it from hiſtory, I ſhall ſtand correct 
ed. Notwithſtanding Auguſtus's delegation of 
the rights of empire to Tiberius, in order to 
eaſe himſelf of the trouble, he was evidently ſu- 
pteme in the empire to the very day of his death. 
Epiphanius makes the 1 5th year of Tiberius 
coincide with A. D. 28, ſo that he reckoned the 
years of Tiberius from the death of Auguſtus. 
Opera, vol. i. p. 442. 
Euſebius did the ſame, fs he 0 the year 1 
in which Tiberius was conſul the fourth time, 
which was A. D. 21, to be the 7th of his reign. 
He therefore reckoned the whole year in which 


Augatus died to belong to him, and did not 
0 make 
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ker the eas ef Tibesius te cbmmene till 


the year following.  Confequently, A. D. 29, in 
which the Gemini were conſuls, and in which 
according to the Ancients Chrift ſuffered, was 


7 the L5th of Tiberius. Hf. Ecclef. Lib. 1. Cap. ro. 


Proſper, as quoted by Valeſius, in his notes 
on Euſebius, (Hiſt. Eccl. Lib. 1. Cap. 10.) who 
agrees with Epiphanius in making the duration 

of Chriſt's miniſtry two years and a half, alſo 
reckons the years of Tiberius from the year after 
the death of Auguſtus; and therefore he ſays that 
the 1 5th in which the Gemini were conſuls, tho! 
faid by ſome to be the year in which Chriſt ſuf. 
ſered, could not be the year for that event, fince 
that was the year in which he was baptized.” 

It is true that Clemens Alexandrinus, after ay⸗ 
iy; p. 339, that Tiberius reigned 2a years, ſays 
that according' to /ome he reigned 26. But it is 

lain, from his manner of expreſſion, that himſelf, 
and probably all other chriſtians, ſuppoſed Tibe- 
rius to have reigned only 22 years, and therefore 
computed them from the death of Auguſtus. 
| The other opinion is evidently ſpoken of by him 
as held only by a few perſons, and this I believe 
is the only notice that is taken of that opinion. 
But let ſome 'paſſage in any hiſtorian be pro- 
duced, in which ſome particular year of Tiberius, 
as the firſt, the ſecond, or the third, &c. is men- 
' tioned, when it ſhall appear that the years muſt 
be reckoned from Tiberius being made partner 
with Auguſtus in the empire. Le Clerc, whoſe 
hypotheſis ſtood in need of it, only proves that 
Tiberius 
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Tiberius was admitted to imperial honours; and 
rights before the death of Auguſtus; but he 
brings no proof that the i of his reign . 
ever dated from that tern. 
On this ſubject, of the op inion wt the ankian 
chriſtians, I would beg — to make one remark, 
which appears to me to be of conſiderable con- 
ſequence. The opinion that Chriſt's miniſtry 
Was only of one year's duration goes, ſo far back 
into antiquity, that the origin of it cannot be 
traced. It was not only held by the Valentinians 
cho ſeem only to have diſtinguiſhed themſelves 
by giving whimſical reaſons for it, as they did for 
| other, things relating to Chriſt, and the goſpel 
hiſtory) but alſo, by thoſe to whom Epiphanius 
gave the name of Alogi, becauſe, as he ſays, they 
queſtioned the authority of John's goſpel, be- 
_ beving Chriſt | to be a mere man, and aſſerting 
that this was the doctrine of the apoſtles, and 
zof the generality. of. chriſtians vill; the DNR. af 
Victor. W | 
As ttheſe people „54 no name d ey 
were diſtinguiſhed from other chriſtians before 
the. time of Epiphanius, , which was late in the 
fourth: century, it may be concluded that till that 
time they were conſidered as a part of the body 
of chriſtians in general, and that they were not 
deemed to be heretical till the general prevalence 
of other opinions, introduced from heatheniſm, 
gradually diminiſhing their numbers, made it 
neceſſary to diſtinguiſh them from the now more 


numerous body by ſome peculiar appellation. | 
79 . Had 


* 
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Had the peculiar opinions, as they are now 
conſidered, of theſe Hogs, as well as thoſe 7 
the Nazurenes, or Ebioniles (who likewiſe held 
that Chriſt was a mere man) had an origin 
after the times of the apoſtles, it would not 
| hive been diffcult to trace it; and like other 
fects, they would immediately have got Tome 
diſtinguiſhing denomination, either aſſumed by 
| Ane or given them by others! whereas 
dete _— paſſed undiſtinguiſhed in the common 
hriſtians till the fourth century, 1 
. think their opinions highly reſpectable, . 
and not tobe rejected without good authority. 
I will allow your Lordſhip, however, to ſup- 
poſe that it may bias me in favour of this parti- 
cular opinion of the Alogi, that they were unita- 
vians; as, on the other hand, the ſame eircum- 
Nance may contribute a little, without being per- 
eeived, to give your Lordſhip, who is a trinita- 
lan, dome little prejudice againſt it. Being mer 
we are all ſubject to theſe influences, and if we 
are not aware of this pres tne ochers will . 
Tuppoſe-ir lor us. bee betet 
Tour Lordſhip ſays, P. 134, chat 9 by * D. 
ce you mean the true year of "Chriſt's life. This 
certaiſily required ſome explanation, becauſr, as 
far as I know, it is a mode of notation that has 
not been uſed before. But I:wiſh your Lordſhip 
ad conſidered how the date you aſſign to the 
commencement of Chriſt's preaching would have 
agreed with any particular date of the birth or 
a a Chriſt. I do not, however, wiſh to draw 


XP 7 | Py 


your 
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your Lordſhip into any chronological diſcuſſion, for, 
which you may have no taſte, or which you may 
unneceſſary. I only mention the eaſy agree · 
ment of the different dates of the birth and death 
of Chriſt, with the duration of his miniſtry on 
my hypotheſis, as an argument in its favout. I. 
indeed make Chriſt to N died in the thirty-ſixrh 
thirty-five. when he began n his —— — ; bu this 
correſponds ſufficiently x well with an. e 
en, in e that he was about ee 


erden SECTION. II. 


0 te emu of FOW in giving 4 * A. 
preaching of Join the Baptiſt. | 


5 1 HAD laid conſiderable ſtreſs. on the LL. 
_ * which] faid was neceſſarily. drawn from the 
date that occurs. in the goſpel of Luke, who 
fixes with remarkable circumſtantiality the time 
of the commencement. of John's preaching, but 
aſſigns no date to the death of Chriſt, an event of 
much more conſequence. I therefore ſay, that 
his conduct is not conſiſtent, but on the ſuppo- 
fition of one of theſe events being, in his idea, 
ſo connected with the other, in the courſe of his 
narrative, as that the date of it might eaſily be 


n from the date of the other, which I aſ⸗ 
G2 N ſert, 


7. 


j 
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ſert; from the tenor of his goſpel, to be be 
caſe; and in this, as your Lordſhip muſt, I think, 


acknowledge, 1 have the ara of all cg an- 
tients. = 


It was their unanimous opinion, that Ae EP 


year intervened between the impriſonment of 


John and the death of Jeſus. And what is there 


in the hiſtory of Luke, from the commencement 


of the preaching of John to his impriſonment, 
that is, to Jeſus's journey to Galilee, which fol- 
lowed immediately upon it, that can be ſuppoſed, N 


by any reaſonable conſtruction, to take up more 


than a few months? It is all related in his third 
chapter, and the thirteen firſt verſes of the fourth, 
which contains an account of nothing more than 
the preaching of John before the baptiſm of Je- 
ſus, and the temptation. 

No certainly my Lord, whatever might really 
be the caſe, Luke relates nothing of the events 
of this interval that can be ſuppoſed to take up 
a year; and this I ſee, by your H armony, is your 
Lordſhip's own idea of the fact. You date the 
beginning of John's preaching in A. D. 29. 
and Jeſus's journey to Galilee conſequent on the 


| impriſonment of John, about eight months after 


the paſſover, in the year following, including 
your own eight months ſtay of Jeſus in Judea: 
And as your Lordſhip is diſpoſed to ſhorten' that 
ſtay to about four months, 1 can n hardly make 


it a year in all. 


In your Lordſhip's s letter to me you Went to 
W hos all the events from the beginning of 
7D J ohn's 
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| John' 8 preaching to the firſt paſſover, i in the ſpace . 
of about ſix months, p. 163; which with the four 
more for the ſtay of Jeſus in Judea, make but 
eight in all. It will, therefore, follow from the 
teſtimony of the antients, and your Lordſhip' 3 


own conceſſions together, that Luke has given a 


date by which the death of Chriſt may be ſuffici- 
ently determined, viz. to the year e Wo 
following that in which John began to preach. 

Tour Lordſhip ſays, p. 137, © I rather chink 
© that St. Luke furniſhed ſuch” circumſtantial 
ce dates to ſhew in what remarkable period of 
ee the world, in how very fit a time, the goſpel 


te began to be preached. This ſufficed for the 


te great purpoſes of chriſtianity,” WRITE Oe” 
« ſion as to other events.” FW 

Bur, my Lord, Luke himſelf ſays nothing” of 
all this. And conſidering how very cirumſtan- 


tial the date i is, I cannot think it at all probable. 


that he had any ſuch idea. If he had thought 
that preciſe year ſo proper for the beginning of 
John's preaching, and he had mentioned it with 
that view, he muſt either have ſuppoſed it to be 
obviouſly ſo, and therefore that it did not require 
to be pointed out, or he would have informed us 
wherein the propriety lay. Now can your 
Lordſhip ſay that the goſpel might not as proper - 
ly have begun to be preached in the 14th or 16th, 
as in the 1 5th of Tiberius, or when Lyſanias had 
not been tetrarch of Abilene? &c. It is plain 
your Lordſhip has no idea of the importance of 
that ra year, becauſe you ſay you cannot 
LS determine 
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determine whether it was the 1 5th, 8 from 
- the: time when Tiberius was admitted partner in 
y the empire, or from his being ſole emperor. 


Had this evangeliſt contented himſelf. with 


198 faying that the goſpel was firſt preached in the 
reign of Tiberius, or when the world was at 


peace, &c. &c. &c. there might have been ſome 
colour for your Lordſhip's conjecture. At pre- 
ſent I ſee none at all. Beſides, there are different 
epocha's with reſpect to the preaching of the 


goſpel, and the firſt, or the preaching of John, 
does not ſeem to be of more importance than 
others that ſucceeded. Was not the beginning 


of the preaching of Chriſt himſelf, or at leaſt his 
death, of as much confequence? And was not the 
deſcent of the Holy Spirit at Pentecoſt as impor- | 
tant as any of them all? 

In fact, my Lord, Luke appears evidently to 
have given a date to his hiſtory juſt as other hiſto- 
rians have done to theirs, without any particular. 
regard to the importance of one event more than 
another, but merely to ſhew its place in univerſal 
time, and its relation to other events. But one 
date would not have been ſufficient for this pur- 


poſe, if, in his own idea, the whole narrative had 


not been ſo cloſely connected, that the place of 


all the important events might be determined 


from the date that he had given. 
Without this idea, and eſpecially on the idea of 
kid having omitted whole years without any note 


to indicate the omiſſion, the whole compaſs and 


py of his hiſtory would be altogether 
undefined, 


/ 
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undefined, and one of the moſt important events 
in it would have no date at all. Conſequently 
his giving ſo © circumſtantial = date to the be- 
ginning of it would be very imperfectly ans 
fwered, and he would: "therefore "oe ee 
With Dmteff gs 1 
Your Lordhi p ſays, from wit (the I do 
not ſee its perfect conſiſtency with what you had 
guſtr-obſerved before) that the times of the birth 
ec ant! paſſion of Chriſt were not material to re- 
e ligion”; but they were as material as the com- 
meneement of John's preaching, and if ſome 
te remark able period“ was requiſite for the one, 
I: flould expect periods as remarkable for the 
other? Upon your Lordſhip's idea of Luke's 
hiſtory, then, brief Either have thought them 
not equally material, or he mult have dated the 
one for ſome been reaſons N * e ſo very 
material. eee i JETT Le &7% 
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Juan AE oleh it as a great t Asch on 
your Lordſhip's ſcheme; thas Herod; Nen 


not to have heard of Jeſus till after the deatli of 
John; though, according to your Laordſhip's hy- 
-potheſis, ' he had preacned publickly almoſt two 


years, and the greateſt part of the time alond, 


John being in priſon. Upon my hypotheſis, 1 
ſus had not been ſo much expoſed to public no- 
tice more than between four and five weeks; and 
therefore I ſuppoſe,” that being, probably; like 


other kings and great men, engaged in à multi- 


licity of buſineſs or pleaſure, he might not have 


heard of Jeſus. 


This your Lordſhip, p. 104, is pleaſed to call 
« à looſe and topical argument,” that at beſt it 


is no more than “ a negative argument,” and that 


ce it is a maxim laid down in books on the art of 
te reaſoning, that Argumentum non valet negative.” 
That the argument is topical, that is, relating 


to the ſubject or topic, is certain; but that it is 
therefore /oo/e, or of little moment, does not fol- 


low. And your Lordſhip muſt know that, what- 
ever may be laid down in books on the art of rea- 


ſoning, a negative argument may be ſo circum- 


ſtanced, 
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ſtanced, as to be fairly modes: to more regard 
than ſome poſitive ones. 

In another place, page 98, your Loni youch- 
ſales to ãall it “ an ingenious argument, and 
acknowledges thatꝭ it points to a difficulty | in your 
Lordſhip's ſcheme. But I conceive your Lord- 
| ſhip did not ſee. it in it's full force, when you faid, 

p. 101, „it may be fairly aſked, whether my 
&. ſcheme is not as ſtrongly affected by this diffi- 
c culty as your Lordſhip's.” But if an interval 
of five weeks, and one of almoſt /wo years, makes 
no real difference 1 in this caſe, I am unable. to 
conceive what can. It is true, it is not a diffe- 
rence, as it is called, i in kind, but it is ſuch a dif- 
ference in degree as, in this caſe, is almoſt as de- 
ciſive. But I will conſider more particularly all the 
_ Circumſtances in which you ſay .qur-two ſchemes 
agree in this reſpect; and I ſhall, at the ſame 
time, point out to your Lair. the circum · 
ſtances in which they differ. 

It is true, as your Lordſhip 5 that we 1 
boch ſuppoſe that Jeſus wrought miracles at the 
firſt paſſover, which muſt have contributed to 
make him known. But I do not ſuppoſe, with 
your Lordſhip, that he cleanſed the temple at 
that time, and as we are not informed what the 
- miracles were, we cannot Judge of the mn | 
or notoriety of them. | 
It will certainly be ſomewhat a to 
my hypotheſis, as well as your Lordſhip's, that 

Herod ſhould not have been at Jeruſalem at this 


e But, my Lord, the chance of his being 
H abſent 


* - 
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abſent from ſeven ſucceſſive feaſts (when, like every 
other Jew, he was under obligation to attend 
them all) or only from one particular feaſt; is much 
more than ſeven to one. We know he did at- 
tend at that on which our Lord was crucified. 


We both ſuppoſe that Jeſus made diſciples in 


Judea after this paſſover, and for that time to 
have made more diſciples than John. But I ſup- 
poſe him to have ſpent only a e days there, and 
not ſeveral months; and as no particular miracles 
are mentioned, thoſe diſciples might be the effect 
of John's preaching in thoſe parts, as much as of 
his own preaching and working miracles. - - 
We both ſuppoſe Jeſus to have mee, WE and 
worked miracles in Galilee, Herod's own king 
dom. But I leave out at leaſt two of the circuits 
that your Lordfhip ſuppoſes Jeſus to have made 
thro' all the cities of Galilee; I reduce the term 
of them from months to days, and the whole pe- 
riod of this preaching in Galilee from near 7ws 
years, to about three weeks, And certainly the 
probability of Herod's having heard of Jeſus will 
depend much upon the time chat theſe tranſac-" 
tions took up. 

Had Herod been ba as pour- Lordſhip 
conjectures,” on an expedition againſt Aretas, it 
would certatnly have taken up a few weeks, and 
would probably have been at this very time of 
the year, when Jeſus was in Galilee, viz. from the 
paſſover to Pentecoſt. But it is very improbable 
that an expedition againſt ſo neighbouring a 

prince would extend thro a winter, the territories 

| & 
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of both being very inconſiderable. This expe- 
dition, therefore, might have been very conve- 
nient to my hypotheſis wy cannot at . ſerve 


an Lordſhip' 3. + 


But, in fact, we read ol n no more 0 one Leibe 
dition that Herod made againſt Aretas, and this 
followed the death of John. For according to 
Joſephus, the Jews thought that his defeat in that 

expedition was a judgment from God upon him 


235 for putting John to death, Aut. Lib. xviii. Cap. 7. 


This ſingle expedition againſt Aretas ſeems to 
| dare been the only one in which he ever engaged; ; 
and Joſephus expreſsly ſays, - (Ant. Lib. xviii. 
Cap. 9.) that Herod was a great lover of his eaſe, 
and that he had no great opinion of the court of 
Rome; ſo that it was with difficulty that his wife 
prevailed upon him to undertake that —_— 
N which proved ſo fatal to him. 

Had Herod made a journey to Rome at this 
time (as your Lordſhip: likewiſe conjectures might 
have been the caſe) it would probably have been 
noticed by Joſephus, who mentions two of his 
journeys thither. So very circumſtantial is Jo- 
ſephus's hiſtory. of this period, and journeys to 
Rome, by ſovereign princes, were undertaken ſo 
very ſeldom, and then upon ſuch urgent buſineſs, 
of a political nature, that I think we. may pre- 
ſume, that Joſephus not mentioning this 1 Journey, 
_ which would have been ſo very convenient to 
your Lordſhip's hypotheſis, is a proof that no 
ſuch journey took place. We read of one jour- 
ney that Herod made to Rome before the laſt fa- 
ä He | tal 
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tal one. But it was at his return from this: {jours - 
ney that he married Herodias. This, therefore, 
muſt have preceded his interview with John: 
Conſidering, therefore, that this journey to Rome 
was prior to Herod's acquaintance with John, 
and his expedition againſt Aretas after the death 
of John, it is almoſt a certainty that, in all the 
interyal between the impriſonment and the death 
of John, Herod was in his own dominions. Ihe 
preparations, however, for this ſingle campaign, 
which might take place in the autumn of this 
year, immediately following the death of John, 
will help my hypotheſis, the? ur” cannot c ſerve tnur 
ol your. Lordſhip. 8 c 
What Joſephus ſays * Philip p- Herad's: bes 
Har, which your Lordſhip quotes, p. 105, viz, 
< That he lived wholly in the country tributary 
c to him,” is mentioned by the hiſtorian as a 
proof of his moderation, and of his love of eaſe 
and quiet, and therefore probably refers to his en- 
gaging in no wars, and making no journeys to 
Rome, as other princes did; but cannot imply 
chat either Herod, or any prince in thoſe times, 
lived much out of their own countries. Herod, 
doubt not, excepting his journeys to Rome, 
and the expedition againſt Aretas, neither of 
which, as I have ſhewn, could have happened in the 
interval in queſtion (and this expedition could 
not carry him far from his own territories, or be 
of long continuance) lived in general at home, 
the Come of his ſtation e wann it, 
6 as 
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as thoſe of the Roman. en. wann him to 
be at Jeruſalem, . 

Tour Lordſhip conjectures, p. 100, that He- 
| 15 might reſide chiefly at Peræa. But this was 
in the near neighbourhood of the very country 


where your Lordſhip ſuppoſes Chriſt to have 
preached publickly for ſeveral months, before 


and after the impriſonment of John. 
Four Lordſhip ſays, p. 102, that a (hart i in- 
60 terval, very thick ſown with uncommon events, 
te ſeems more remarkable than a long one, thro' 
e which the ſame events are diſperſed. And 
ec vrhen the attendance of multitudes on an emis 
nent perſon is hardly intermitted, a jealous | 
60 governor, and his adherents throughout his 
% dominions, are more likely to be alarmed. with 
re apprehenſions of tumult and ſedition.” /-,_ 
But your Lordſhip cannot ſuppoſe; chat our 
eye a reſided at any place, or travelled 
from one place to another, without preaching, 
working miracles, and - conſequently drawing 
multitudes after him. And ſince John, ſays that 
te the world itſelf could not contain the books 
* that ſhould be written,” if every thing that 
our Lord did or ſaid ſhould be recorded, we are 
naturally led to think that he ſpent the time of 
his public miniſtry in a pretty uniform manner, 
except when the crouds of his hearers occaſion- 
ally obliged him to withdraw himſelf from pub- 
lic notice for a few days. This, at leaſt, appears 
to have been the plan of his conduct, till it was 
generally known that he aſſumed the character = 


* * * 1 
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the Meſſiah, which: was. not till forme." time after 


Hip death of John. 
We do not find that our 8 ever = Do an 


: opportunity of working any benevolent miracle, 


though he diſappointed the Jews of their /in 


by From heaven. "Though © he did not do many 


« mighty works“ at Nazareth, he, nevertheleſs, 
ee laid his hands on a few ſick perſons, and cured 
them.“ Probably no more were brought to him. 
Conſidering, therefore, that ſo many more mira- 


cles muſt have been wrought in the interval be- 


tween the impriſonment and the death of John 
on your Lordſhip s hypotheſis than upon mine, 
the notoriety of them muſt, upon the whole, 
have been greater. Beſides they were all of ſo 
extraordinary a nature, that certainly the chance 
of ſome of them, at leaſt, reaching the ear of 
Herod muſt have been greater, in the ſpace of : 


| two years, than in that of three or four weeks. 


To what I ſay of the ſmall ſize of the country. 
aff Judea and Galilee, as favourable to the com- 


munication of intelligence, your Lordſhip ſays, 
p. 100, It is not merely the ſize of a country, 


« but the intercourſe between the places, that 
<< muſt be conſidered, when the queſtion is whe- 
te ther the knowledge of a fact is likely to wie ” 
e pagated throughout it.” 

But, my Lord, a country ſo neee po- 
pulous as, by the account of Joſephus, Galilee 
was, cannot but be favourable to the propaga- 
tion of intelligence. Its ſeveral towns reſemble 


the different parts of one extenſive metropolis, 


each | 


Gates 
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| erk of which is almoſt within the hearing of the 
next. And as your Lordſhip acknowledges, the 
public feaſts of the Jews were ſuch a means of 
communication as no other country in the world 
was ever poſſeſſed of. Now in this very interval 
between the impriſonment and the death of John, 
there was not, according to my hypotheſis, ſo much 
as one of theſe public feaſts ; whereas, on your 
Lordſhip's, there were no leſs than cn. How 


much more eaſily then may it be ſuppoſed, that 


the fame of Jeſus might not reach Herod on my 
hypotheſis than on that of your Lordſhip. | 
Jo make your hypotheſis more conſiſtent with 
the ignorance of Herod concerning Jeſus, your 
Lordſhip ſpeaks, p. 109, of our Lord's © lowli- 
« neſs and prudence.” But I do not ſee that this 
is very confiſtent with your Lordſhip's ſuppo- 
ſition of his cleanſing the temple at the firſt paſſ. 
over. But let it be as great as your Lordſhip 
pleaſes, the object of his withdrawing himſelf from 
public notice was only to avoid occaſional in- 
conveniencies, and was often ineffectual. For 
we read that the more he enjoined filence on par- 
ticular perſons, the more induſtriouſly they pub- 
| liſhed: his benevolent miracles in their favour. _ 
: Your Lordſhip obſerves, p. 113, that © ſome 
© others, and even many of the Jewiſh people,” 


as well as Herod, thought that Jeſus might be 


John riſen from the dead. But this obſervation 
is certainly unfavourable to your Lordſhip's pur- 
poſe. For though you ſay, p. 114, that you 
attend to the tenor 25 the goſpel hiſtory, and 
1 ce follow 
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< follow wherever it leads,” and that you are 


64 


cc. little concerned about thie: inattention or. avo-— 
tc cations: of Herod. and. his friends, about the 
* ſtrange doubts of caprice, or the flrange re- 


us whos of a guilty conſcience,” it cannot ſure- 


be a matter of nne to this queſtion, 
45 many of the Jewiſh people as well as Herod, 
entertained doubts whether Jeſus might r not be 
John riſen from the dead. 8 


All theſe doubters cannot be ard to n 

been abſent from their country on expeditions to 
Rome, or againſt Aretas, or to have neglected 
their attendance at the public feaſts for the ſpace 
of near two years. Whereas in a populous country 


great numbers may be ſuppoſed to have been ſo 


inattentive to what paſſed in the ſnort interval 


that on my hypotheſis there was between the im- 


priſonment and death of John, in which no pub 


Your Lordſhip ſpeaks of it as a difficulty on 
both our ſchemes, that John did not ſpeak of 
Jeſus to Herod. But, my Lord, it ſhould be 


conſidered. that John had two diſtin commiſ- 


ſions, tho' the one was ſubſervient to the other, 


lic feaſt intervened, as, for a ſhort time, to enter 
tain ſome doubts about the matter. 


viz. the announcing the approach of the Meſſiah, 


ſoldiers and publicans applying to him, to learn 
how they ſhould conduct themſelves. Now the 


and the preaching of repentance. We. read of 


application of Herod might be of the ſame na- 


ture, and John might not think it neceſſary to ſay 


any ching to him more chan to them, about the 


Meſſiah; 
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$ Meſſiah; | eſpec a8 this was ſufficiently the 
ſubject of his — Beides, at the 
beginning of his preaching, John had not Teen 
Jieſus, and probably did not know ar what dif- 
tance of time he was to follow him; ſo that his 
having ſeen Jean might bare han iet his in- 
terriem with Herod. 
I thinłæ it no difficulty on eitker of our Khemes, 
tho” your Lordfhip confiders it as one, p. 193, 
that John in his priſon ſhould hear of the works 
: CEP tho“ Herod did not hear of them in his 
The diſciples of John were much more 
likely: to be attentive to Jeſus, than any N 5 
AN to _ Wr 7 oP BO 


br So 


* 


Seri 


0 the nere, af -the word puſoer 6 * 
5 


pe: 85 3 feftions 1 have Sic 1 
voured to ſupport the arguments for my own 
hypotheſis againſt the attacks of your Lordſhip. 
In thoſe that immediately follow, I ſhall endea. 
vour to defend myſelf ain your Lordſhip" 8 

arguments. 
You are not fatisfied with what, it muſt be 
acknowledged, the „ I-contend for abſo- 
 butely 
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lutely requires viz; the interpolation of — 
Tex in John vi. 4. becauſe all the preſent ma- 
8 nuſeripts have that reading. Vou add, p. 1) = 
e Shall wwe then oppoſe to this the conjecture of 
6G. J. Voſnus, Mr. Mann, Bp. Pearce, and 
** Dr. Prieſtley, ſome af whom have been imper- 
« ceptibly led to view this matter throꝰ a me- 
e dium unfavourable to the diſcavery of truth;” 
Biſhop Pearce, however, cannot be ſaid to have 
been of this number; and a liberal and. judicious 
critic, tho he will not be wanting in a due reſpett 
for manuſcripts, will not be a ſlave to them; and 
it is of itſelf, independently of any hypotheſis 
concerning the duration of Chriſt's miniſtry ex: 
_ ceedingly improbable that the preſent ſhould 
have been the original reading. This, however, 
has been ſo fully ſtated already, that 1 ſhall not 
urge it any farther. But as your Lordſhip gives 
me a quotation from Voſſius on this ſubject, ] 
| ſhall in return refer your Lordſhip to the late 
Mr. Bowyer” s obſervations on this text, in which 
he approves of the 'omifion: of the word Targa, | 
and adds other things 'in ſupport of Mr. Mann's 
hypotheſis in general, which I did not know that 
he was any favourer of before. 7 
Jour Lordſhip ſays that the e of the graft 
at the time to which the events mentioned in 
this chapter belong, is an argument that it was 
immediately before 2 paſſover, and therefore that 
the preſent was probably the true reading. 1 
readily, acknowledge that this is a circumſtance 
in your Lordſhip's fayour, But tho" the graſs 
5 4 ; mn 


FY 
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in n general be burned up i in May, in the country 


of Judea, there miglit be particular places in tlie 


_ neighbourhood. of ia; freſh water lake where It 
was not ſo ; and beſides 1 have à reſource which 
your, Lordſhip has not in this cafe; For I can 


| eaſily ſuppoſe that Mark, who is not known to 


have been preſent” at the tranſaction, and who is 
the only hiſtorian that mentions this circum- 
ſtance; might d miſtaken with reſpect to it. 


Tou add, p. 1215 that if we expunge this verſez 


there will be a want of force in the obſervation 
John vii. 1. After. theſe: things"! Feſus walked in Ga- 


lilees for (be would» not walk in Jetvry, becauſe the © 
ros ſought to Krill him. Now, befides that I tranſ- 


ker the 5th and 6th chapters, and therefore your 
Lordſhip's argument may perhaps not affect” m 
at all, I really do not appreheind/ wherein the f 
of this obſervation lies, as you do not explain it 
I muſt; therefore; wait for your Lordſhip Sinenkt 


letter before I reply to it. I. ſuppoſe the feaſt 
of Pentecoſt to haue preceded what is related in 
this 7th chapter, and it was at: this feaſt thatithe 


. Jews ſought to! kill Jeſus, as wecare informed in 
the fifth chapter, which I make to precede this; 
and this circumſtance is an argument in favour 
ol that tranſpbſiti ou... 
I had obſerved that Indie cannot be ſuppoſed 
to have had the reading of this , in his copy. 


of John's goſpel, ;i becauſe he does not avail him- 


ſelf of it in his anſwer to the Valentinians. In 
NW to this, your Lordſhip ſays, p. 121, Ire- 
7 e only n to mention how ofteh, 
El I 2 ce at 


22 
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1 cat 1 ſeaſon of the paſſover, our L 


his baptiſm, went up to Jeruſalem; and there 


7 Fore the mention of John vi. 4. was not to 
eis immetliate 
« geliſt informs us that r gab ork: _ 
5 ſeſti val. 

8 ww 3 ee 
er s enumerating the paſſovers at which our 
Lord gave his attendance at Jeri 
£6: ſhew. that there were ſo many daes che 
eoinſe of his miniſtry. 1 with your Lordſhip 
would reperuſe what Irenæus ſays on this ſubject, 
and eonſider his immediate object. You muſt 
chen perceive; that our Lord's attendance at the 
paſiover is of no conſequence at all to his pur- 
poſe; Which was fimply (as he was profeſſedly 
combating - the Valentinian opinion at large) 
_ bs nite all; the paſſovers that occurred in the 
_ courſe of our Lord's public mmiſtry. Conſider- 
ing, therefore; how intent he manifeſtly was to 
collect all the evidence he could againſt the opi- 
nion of Valentinus, and that he neither in this 
place, nor any other, makes the leaſt mention of 
it, it . ber ene eee e he 


5 found no ſuck reading. 


ſe; becauſe this very evan- 


Lour Lordſhip cannot 3 bin that the ing 
of this paſſover would have been greatly to his 


purpoſe.” Why elſe does your Lordſhip make ſo 
great account of it, in maintaining the ſame atgu- 
ment? You are ſenfible that it is the moſt de- 
ciſive circumſtance that can be urged: in the caſe. 


r ads pens there 


would 
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Voulll ube hach been the deaſt edle fob He hype. 
theſis. e cotid i never have entertuined the iden 

_ of itloihecaunt chen, if you can; for e flenee f 
Irenæus with reſpect t this paſlovery when fr 
could not but have been of as much uſe to his 
argument as to "_ Loriſhip's) for they are che 
Wen, 130 le ee ere 
Lour Lordlhip ſays, that he only*btluticfites 
the paſſovers at which our Lord arendri, but why 
did he not'think -of enumerating thoſe at wllich 
he dick vor attend When, if he Was capable of 
thünkinig and writing at all, he could hot but ſee 
that theſe would have heen Juſt as much to his 
purpoſe as the” others; "becauſe" every paſſover, 
whether Jeſus attended at it or not, adds a year to 
the duration of his miniſtry, to extend lch was 
his only and immediate object. 1 malt therefore 
conclude that, as he has not noted this  \paſſbyer, 
chough lte profeſſedly weit over the g6ſpel hiſto- 
ry, and eſpecialty that of ſohn, Wirkt t at view, 
he found no ſuch reuding in his copy, An e con- 
ſequently that the preſent reading is” afl interpo 
lation ſince his time. 
Thie enumeration of the different paſſoyers 
(though he does not pretend to find any ſo called 
w any evafigeliſt beſides o) is at the very be- 
nning of Lib. ii, Cap. ix. the title of which is 
254 vu thro amd non preconcionaverit dominus 
poſt Baptiſtrum, ſed omnem babuiſſe etatem ; that is, 


40 fhew that our Leid did. not, oftir bis bapti im, 


preach only one year, "But employed every age in it. 
And therefore, after the enumeration of all the 
SLA paſſovers 
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paſſoyces be proceeds to eee * Chrit 
muſt have preached in every ſtage of life, even 
| Rates as commencing at . fifty years. Arnd 


this age, meaning probably the latter, he aſſerts, ] 


from the teſtimony. of thoſe- who converſed with 
them, that John and the n en, ane 
1 gave. ta, Jeſus. 7 Th ir . . ; 
But none of. 1 chis nb oe man' ON 'coramentators 
pay any, regard to this account, but conſider the 
whole proceeding from his: exceſſive zeal to 
confute the Valentinians. Candide autem. r: 
Feuardentius, as quoted by Grabe on the plas: 
beatifſimo Martyre JSentiendum,. guod impetu 10 , 78: 
Fellendi Gnofticos, qui annum trigeſſimum primumm 1 — 
non exceſſiſſe diceb ant, in partem contrariam. 
. Sandtiſimis enim et e bog aun raro 
Jigs ie, ipſa luce manifeſtius el. | 
That our readers. may 8 for i 
ſhall tranſlate the whole paſſage from Irenæ us. 
It is very extraordinary, that they who pre- 
« tend to have penetrated into the deep things of 
« God, ſhould not have ſearched the goſpels, to 
« find at how many paſſovers, Jeſus, after his bap- 
tt tiſm, went up to Jeruſalem, as it is a cuſtom 
ie with the, Jews to aſſemble at Jeruſalem from 
« all countries every year for this purpoſe. Firſt 
et he went to this feaſt of paſſover after he had 
« changed the water into wine at Cana in Gali- 
« lee; when, as it is written, many believed on 
a ow” ſeeing the miracles that be did, as is related 
« by John the diſciple of our Lord.” 


ce Then, 


? 


} 
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« Then, beben himſelf; he retired to a- 


* maria, when he held the converſation with the 


« Samaritan woman, and being abſent eured; by 
word, the ſon of che Centurion, ſaying, "Go, 


«thy /or livetb. 2 5 12111 36413 Wat ©; E419 72 
After this he went 1 up to Jeru- 
ce ſalem at the feaſt of paſſover, when he / cured 


te the paralytic perſon Le had: lain at che pool 


re eight years, bidding him riſe and take 
te up his bed. Then, retiring over the ſea of 
« Tiberias, and being followed by a great mul- 


t titude; he fed them with five loaves, ſo that 


0 twelve baſkets of fragments remained: a 
Again, when he had raifed Lazarus from the 


dead, and the Phariſees laid wait for him, he 


= retired to the eity of Effrem, and thence com- 


& ing to Bethany ſix days before the paſſover, 


* and going from Bethany to Jeruſalem, and 
ef there having eaten the paſſover, the following 
« day he ſuffered. That theſe rhres ſeaſons of 
<« paſſover cannot be comprized in one year muſt 
« be acknowledged by every body. And that 
«the month in which che paſſover is celebrated 
« is the firſt month, and not the twelfth, they 


ee who boaſt that they know all E ts 1 


„ have learned from Moſes. “. 


* Their interpretation therefore of the one year, ab 


ee and of the twelfth month, is proved to be falſe, 


e ſo that they muſt either abandon this interpre- | 


« (tation, or the goſpel. Otherwiſe, how His 1 5 
60 Lord preach _ one TION; ia 
7 8 What 


\ 
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Whgt can be more evident from 0 than that 
pur Lord's attendance at the paſſover here men- 
tioned was a circumſtance of no moment what- 
ever to chis writer's argument; ſince he only 
mmrans to ſhew that there were, at leaſt, hee Paſſo- 
uers in the courſe of his miniſtry, and therefore | 
that. it muſt have extended beyohd, one year. 
It myſt; alſo, I think, be very evident, chat if 
le vritet had found any mention of another 
paſſover in John vi. 4, he would not have failed to 
note it. For his hypotheſis was not that Chriſt 
preached en ]] Heard, but et he continued 
br to an advanced age. 
.. Grabe's note upon this pellge! is as Slows; : 
</Irenazus is miſtaken when he ſuppoſed the feaſt 
of the Jews mentioned John v. . to hei a paſſ- 
over. But a little after, in the ſixth. chapter, 
ec .which our author alſo cites, there is, at the 
cc fourth verſe, expreſs mention of the approach 
ec of another Jewiſh paſſover, from which the ſe- 
& cond year of Chriſt's preaching is clearly col- 
& leced;” In my opinion Irenæus would have 
been as quick ſighted-in diſcovering this paſſoyer 
| as Mr, Grabe, being much more intereſted to do 
it; and his not noting it is a proof with me that, 
in his copy of that goſpel, and probably in all the 
copies of his time, there was no weh ah 
mentioned. 
Tour Lordſhip ſays farthex, "by « 1 * 

7 ſon for Irenæus's ſilence may be aſſigned. He 
cc might poſſibly think that the Per alluded 
to was that at which Chriſt ſuffered.” | 
1 acknowledge 


* 
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| | pe we _ King og Sale en Kitnſetf 
e ollng ve ange things, 
ly thar 0 Prelenel til che Holy l 2 
Toke age pry ity nbt thi 1 1 Was capable 
taking the paſtbver in John vi. 4.-r6'be 855 at 
Which Chriſt fuffered, becauſt a IE Tew- 
Th feaits 1. diſtinctly mentioned between this 
ad the laſt Pafſover. John vil. 2. Mew the Jews 
fp bf 1abernathes wit at Band. K 22. n it 
E. at. ard * fa bf Dedicatibi, 4 i: was 4 
" wititeh, vi. 55. Aud id the Fews after Was 145 
at Band. 3 
*" *Fhis lat wis endeftt chat ar which bur Lo rd 
ſufferel. Could ir be fuppoſed, then, that this | 
Writer ſhould mention the ſame paſſover ſo long 
Befote, as 4 feaft ar band, when 4 feaſt of Taber- 
nables, and -another of Dedication, "intervened. 
(Sur Lord's attenditice' at each of which are dif- 
tinctly mentioned, and his converſation with the 
Jeus at each of them recited) and fo long after 
y 5 of it again as a feaſt at band? This is a 
7 5 ition ſo very improbable, that I really think. 
n Lrehæus incapable of it. I therefore ſtill 
| 55 that Irenæus found no paffover men- 
tioned in this place. His want of paſſovers was 
ſuch, that he would certainly have catched at it. 
Twas far from denying, as your Lofdſhip ems 
to ſupple, p. 124, that Euſebius extended the 
miniſtry of Chriſt to three years. I have always 
conſi dered him ds the firſt known author of that 
opinion. But this he might think to be conſiſt- 


9 wich what he alſo ſays, that the three firſt 
| | K - evangehiſts 


*. 
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Fange liſts record the actions of our Saviour for 5 


( 4903 


Ine year only, viz. after the impriſonment, of 


John the Baptiſt; ſince: he might; chink that he 


reached more than two years before the impri- 
[ret of, * ohn. But 1 9.9 by could not have 


"X84 a SAS 


Jo over. 15 ene fall ee the 


impriſonment of John and the death of Chriſt. 
It muſt have done ſo according to the goſpel 


of John himſelf. For we learn from Matthew 


and. Mark, that Jeſus left ] udea to go into Ga- 


Iilee on his hearing of the impriſonment of John 
the Baptiſt, and John mentions this leaving of 
J udea, Chap. iv. 3 ; and it is not till after relat- 


ing the particulars of this journey, and, as your 


Lordſhip ſuppoſes, his return to ſome other feaſt 
at Jeruſalem, and back again to Galilee, that 
this other paſſover is mentioned. This opinion 
therefore, of Euſebius, viz. that the preaching of 
Chriſt after the impriſonment of John was com- 


prized within the ſpace of a year is inconſiſtent 


with his having the word Tegx« in his copy of 


Jahn vi. 4. It was not therefore till after the 


time, of Euſebius that the interpolation | of that 
word came to be general i in the 8 of John * 


gol] 1 
Tou ſay, Notes P. 27 that 15 the quotation 
e from Dr. Lardner, in your preface, ſhews that, 


ay upon re-examination Euſebius, did not over- 
© look 


0 
* 


a” - — 92 


TY 81 1 of 7 


: lde Pen ord” waoge. 007 John, vi | 4.— 
who Je pa: allage fro Im Dr. Lardner ( Clog may 
- 127 5 4) 15 4 f follows Cc Euſebius 1705 th 
74 er three evangeliſts have e the Fe 
e Kong of our Saviour for one year only, aft , . ” 
e theft impriſonment of John the De paſt. 32 85 
ſpeaks to the like pürpoſe, in in h dbo . 
&' 2 men; bit! it would h have 1 aid onę 
ec ear and ſor newhat more, 1 meaning "the tint 
< and actions of our Lord's moſt public miniſtry: 
: % For it wens 'to me, that the antients ſuppoſed 


: 460 r Lord's miniſtry to have laſted. in the whole 

1 Econ op ewhat. more. tt "two years: ars. Evſebius,3 are 
640 ted, c ae our. Lol f piſtry to, Have | 
cc: confited « 0 three yi Ars e f, And If lo. 
« ſed Jolin's 8 golpel'to 632 ll be fovers. | ” 
6. 21 ſeems 40 Haye been hy "firſt 175 Rr SN 
egg anced that opinion, and he is naw 
IJ (Follow 155 by rey s of, the 9 Pel aw 


by ECC efiaſtical hilts orian hs 
| 16 hi , to Dl G1 55 1 1 38) he 
5 Euſebius Tae accordit 7 Kang? «5 
Lord's e Was 2 above u e Lat $7 | 
; ec” ab uite four 20 55 compl ere. Vu Ep el 
ere alledged d for th that « 5 91 om. the nur 


5 ber. of Jewilt 


ielts.: urin he pe 


15 05 Chriſt's : pre hing, is abſurd, 72 5 5 
A 191510 1714 4 3.53: * 

& Jeſs; as appears f 225 Ie ere f dug]  Euſe- 

10 * bius endeavours. to ſupport, A Linen from 


* that Jewiſh, author, , 952 T 564 Pal, Did 18 : 
f muſt however obſerve,” that JF, does not ap- 
Peer that Euſebius read rarx in the paſſage 


„ | in 


| | Pho N win: By, 
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cu 
G90 
8 out fo "ot dalle 
| have o 4 bleryed, 2 55 18 rom 
mens, of 1988. to; the Mt Palorgg s 


Year, is. Tian in 77 onbit 75 Tip N 


. 51 FE. 2 Ae a5 Any Bf 1 7 
2 08 101152 1 


Br. Landger. oy Crag Raft d. 


3460 char <1 0 Jags dere (were, 0 | 
1 85 ers. in op Ir 


1 0 44 WES 


ie hen ts OL he ik the 
Ro f the PIFFS; 1 nefl John v. 1, tobe. 
4, Ver. | He ſhoul Id Pb ve Gat, that t 


c ” 
cr 344 Ci 

T Fre _—_ Vers ar mentioned e * 
oof the file part of Joh _ 1 pd. that he 
16 ſutkered in a ; hd. 3 And £ 25 think k fincg | 


AE make no "mer ention, of, b che paſſ over in 
Jo hugh it Wor d. have. been us, L . 
to. his P 5 to that 0 [renzus, and 16 
writes Ry. 90 rt re large ly of the ſubject, that, 
like Trenzud, he did. Ee the, feaſt mentioned 
Joh v.91" 86. be che ſecond patorer. 2 
it muſt be i; l ble” to trace "the preciſk tims 
when n any particular interpolation ©: was made, in 
boo 's of whi ch there were ſo many copies and 
tranſlations, as there were of the New Teſtament,; ; 
as it would, firſt be inſerted j in the'1 margin of ſome 


one copy, they get into the text of one that- was 


9x %# 


taken 


za / 


— 


ELL made e 


3 raken, f nit e probablicheu long. 
_ UME, be Ole it became general... Attic 140,1 
"Thar this, f. 25e. in Jahn, % ft was tubs 
Feguens ich de tmp ol. bs indir 
Eee ed 400 daf of, Feine and 
Epiß anius! but I find it quoted, as we now 
 haveuit, by nn, in his homily on the 
tk of John, vol. J. p. 245; in the edition of 
Fronto Ducæus and eee a | 
Indeed it is moſt natural to ſuppoſe that this 
feaſt would begin t6 be conſidered as a paſſover 
after it was generally ſuppoſed that ſome paſſover 
ch inte rene before the firk, mentioned. by John, | 
and the laſt in which Chriſt ſuffered. nd though 
Irenæus conſidered the feaſt mentioned John v. 1, 
to be a a paſſover Pr. Lardner o ſerves hag After- 
rerwards 1 WAS generally thong ht co. be he Pen- 
tecoſt, 4 er Which the  ſplpicion of a a paſſover tell 
natur; y, on the fealt ne Joh vi. 4. 
It ſhou 900 1d ſeem © hat it whatever Roe .any of. the | 
Anita” gave to t he duration 0 f our-L. s mi- 
(163-3 ME 2 , 
nl "above one year and a few months, they 
| ſuppoſed the whole of i it to have pr receded the 
buly: Part of it related by the three li evange- 
lifts, apd conſequently to have Why the im- 
priſo ai nt of John ih apti iſt. . And therefore, 
99 'wha ever: other ns their 0 Sinion was ſu 
orted; it did 0 0 uire the e: 5 he 00 
Oh Uh 4. to be a paffover, nay was Ne 
with it; FI as I have qbſerved already this feaſt 
muſt have Ve fallen in the very buſieſt part of the 
aan In this your . wut agree with, 


me, 


arent o THE 50 
me; ene, t the bir 


tel 76! 'their mifnon, which is a dif poſition 
5 efſentiatfy different from he of the Aden 
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v7 oUk” Tragt ebe be reconcie tot the 
John's — 2254 tho I think | it yery probac e in It- 
ſelf, as well as agreeable to my particular hypo- 
theſis, I ſhould even think that the bare read- 


F 4 »4 f\ 


ing of the { ſeveral chapters in n the connection Lag 


poſed (in the manner that Mr. Mann 
bited e be fufficient to faialy 4 any im- 


| partial. perk on, Fg DO, 
: 0 ie l { * 'E £15 . 93 344 47 fr A 
According | to our pre wy 7 copies the en ol the 
Ath and the be et innin of the th chapter connect 


very ill. Fot c 
Chriſt f is at Jeruſalem, : and the next be; ing with 
theſe words, After theſe 1 things Jeſus went over the 
Hh 7 Galle, as if he h been ſomewhere in 


tranſpoſition of the Sth and 6th c . bg of 


* aſſoyer in "our 
15 Lord's miniſtry, and to have A eden after the 
death of john dite Baptiſt, and'the return of the 


— 


wi E the 
the er of the former. chapter 


"Galilee iminediately, before, and had only chat 55 


ſea to crofs, which will be he caſe if we connect 
the 


* 


the 4 of the 6th, a the. b 
e for he was then at Capernaum,, cloſe by 
a the ſea of Galilee. wag 11 2054 8 
As. ill do the end of dhe 6th and the 1 Ace g 
of the th chapter connect, as they now ſtand. 
At the end of the 6th chapter Chriſt; is in Caper- 
naum in Galilee, and i in the firſt verſe of the 7th 
chapter we read After. theſe things 7 clus walked in 
_ Galilee, for be would. not walk in Jewry, becauſe the 
Jews Sought to kill bim. This ſurely implies hat | 
he was in Judea immediately before, as he is at 
the end of the st chapter, which I would. connect 
with the 7th. 1 
If omiſſions, interpolations, and tranſpoſitions, 
had been things unknown, or very rare, in our 
preſent copies of antient writings, there would be 
ſome difficulty in admitting this. But we know, EE” 
my Lord, they are common things, and that the _. 
ſacred writings are by no means exempt from 
them, in whatever manner they have happened. 
1 think it very eaſy. to account for them. 
But your Lordſhip ſays, p. 116, The an 
cc tient manner of writing, on ſkins of parch- 
ce ment, joined together and rolled up, is unfa- 
« vourable to the idea of tranſpoſition in gene- 
« ral; and as the diviſion into chapters is of mo- 
66 gern date, the particular tranſpoſition of one 
& chapter into the place of another carries leſs 
cc '© plauſi bility with it.” h ex 
Now it appears to me that cranſpoſitions might 
much more eaſily be made by the antients, who. 
wrote only on one Ade of the different ſkins or 
5 | parchment 


* 
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bent, ec. and afterwards fafkened them to- 
Ether, Hh by the moderns, Who write: on bot 
ſides of the paper. After an antient Bobk Was 
| Eomplecely written, and put together, it was eaſy 
_ r6 tranſpoſe any part of it, if à different aftabge- 
ment THoutd- As been thongiit preferable ; but 
the thing is hipoſiible with a moderi bobk: 
Though the ofiginat topies of che poſpels 
were not divided into chapters, and nuffibered 
as they are now, they were neceſſ atily divided 
into different parts, probably in the form of pa- 
ragrapfis, as other antient books ofcen are. And 
I think it very propable, that different diſcourſes 
and tranſactions in the gölfßel hiftory were com- 
ul at different times by the original writers, 
92 t together afterwards. T deed, it is hatdly 
poſtble to write any thing at firſt exattly as it is 
Intended to gb into the world. 
Now by ſome overſight, perhaps in the firſt 7 
putting together of the goſpel of John, or by 
ſome very early tranſcriber having, by miſtake, 
begun to write out the ſubject of the ſixth chap- 
ter, and chuſi ing to finiſh it before he went back 
to the fifth, or in ſome other way, againſt which 
there might be a priori many chances, theſe two 
chapters might happen to be tranſpoſed; ahd the 
copy in which this tranſpoſition was made might, 
on other accounts, have acquired ſuch credit, as to 
be generally followed afterwards. However, an 
argument from the ſtate of the text itſelf is a po- 
firive proof of a tranſpoſition, whether we can 
ſatisfy oufſelves' about the mamer in Which it 
| might 
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- might have :happtned:/ori not. | Here: I-will fay , 
with: your Lordſhip, p. 114, *I attend to the te- 
A. 006/00 cheigelþe} albary; and nee 
| e it teas.” OUS oil: noi nt lap? | 
- Your Lerdihip thinks, Baisch ichen ado | 
of John muſt precede the account of the raiſing 
of Jairus s daughter, and of che widom of Nains 
ſon, hecauſe , a Hand 25: ol this chapter con 
ge tain in prediction that Jeſus owobld ſhortly raiſe 
©. ſume from ahę drad, and thus imply that he 
c had not yet:perfarmed a miracle of this kind.” 
The verſes Lindi as follows. V. a7. For a6 lle 
Father raiſeth-ugi. the dead, and. gitictemtih them: even 
Ja tbe San | quickenetb: iubum bi. will.! V. 20. Ve. 
ri verily 1 ſay unto you, the hau it coming, and 
2015 3 when: the dead ſpall hear tbe voice of the 
Joy of man, aud they that. bear Gall Ii. Immedi- 
ately after which follows v. 26. 2 Fur as the Fas 
ther bath life in himſelf, ſo bath be given to the Son 
to have life in himſelf, and bath given bim authority 
to execute judgment alſo, becauſe be is the ſon of man. 
Now I am fo far from ſeeing this paſſage in 
the ſame light in which your Lordſhip ſees it, 
that I think it much more natural to ſuppoſe that, 
in the verſes I have quoted, our Lord rather al - 
luded to ſomething already done, than to. ſome- 
thing he had never done at all. He ſeems to be 
ſpeaking to perſons who had heard that he ad 
raiſed ſome from the dead, and he aſſures them, 
that, in like manner as he had raiſed to life ſome 
Mat had been dead, he would in due time, raiſe 
E L all 
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all the dead, and alſo: judge them abceldüng to 
their works: TIis Lam inclined to think from 
tbe dead being mentionedrin the plural number, 
and in general, and from the intimation of the fu- 
ture judgment following this reſurrection; where 

as the perſons that he had raiſed to life on earth 

were not raiſed 'tovan immortal liſe; and cherefore 
their judgment did not immediately follow their 
reſurrection. Ido not, however, deny that dur 

Lord might allude to the taiſing of 'orhersifrorm 
che dead in his life time, and he might perhaps 
allude to the caſe of Lazarus and others not men- 
tioned in the goſpels; but what he ſays by no means 
| imiplies that he had wrought no miracles of this. 

kind before, and therefore we have here no reaſon 
ſor ſuppoſing that the diſcourſe in the fifth chap- 


ter preceded the raiſing of Jairus's ber en 
the widow of Nain' s ſon. ale tiny 15316 (653 
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DROCEEDING: ariel my . 5 find: vr 
thi ; Lordſhip charges me with-a conſiderable over- 
ſight indeed, nothing lefs than that of an intire cir- 
| dit performed by Jeſus through Galilee, attended 
by the twelve apoſtles. A ſecond circuit, you ſay, 
eo pig through Galilee followed, in which the 
tc. Twelve were with Jeſus; and of this I'think 
you take no notice, either f in r ene, | 
tion, or in your calendar. 5 i e eee 
But ſo far, my Lord, is ob from Pai the 
ents that I have recited the particulars of this 
very journey, for ;which- yaur Lordſhip. finds wo 
particulars at all. For Luke himſelf, after men- 
tioning this journey in general, and thoſe who-ac- 
companied our Lord in. it, particularly the Twelve, 
and certain women who miniſtered to him of their 
ſubſtance, proceeds, according to the moſt na- 
tural interpretation of his narrative, to recite 
ſome of the particulars; and they are the diſ- 
courſe containing the parable of the ſower, tlie 
cure of the demoniac at Gadara, tke railing, of 
Jairus's daughter, &c. in which, accprding to the 
teſtimony of the other evangeliſts, he was attend- 
ed by the twelve apoſtles. They only refer this 
part of the goſpel hiſtory to an earlier period. 5 
438 0 
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To pretend that the journey was one e thing, 


and the particulars, recited immediately after- 


wards, another, when the writer Himſelf makes 
no difference, muſt be void of all foundation ; 


and to ſuppoſe that the parable of the ſower was 


repeated, and that the cure of the demohiac at 


at Gadara, &c. happened twice, merely becauſe 
Matthew and Mark place them 10 different parts 
of their hiſtory (and indeed expreſsly aſſert! that 


they happened in a different order) would be 


to load the hiſtory with the greateſt improbabili- 


ties. For it can never be believed that ſo many 
things, attended with ſo many of the fame” cit- 
-cumſtantes, ever happened to any man, as muſt, 


pon this plan, be believed of Jeſus. If your 


Lordſhip's idea of the inſpiration of the ſacred 


writers obliges you to maintain this, I am truly 


ſorry for it. Tou ought then to haye i done as Dr. 


Macknight has done, maintain that all che evan- 


geliſts relate every thing in the order in which 


they happened, and Wy wake che whole hi- 
_ abſolucely incredible. . 3: RIO) 


In your margin, your Lordhdß Ukewile refers 


me 0 Matt) in! 35, and Marke vi. 6, as authori- 


ies for the fatne circuit. But chis, my Lofd vis 


evidently a very different journey from that which 
is mentioned by Luke. And yet it is one what I 
have not overlooked,” for it” war chat in"which Je 
Aus viſited Nazaret. 
The -eaſeſeeths to luxe bees us Our Tibrd 


F 


had in a former excurſion viſited 'the places in the 


re ol Capernaum, probably eo the 


north 


. vrbii@y Y Eren 5 75 


north of bat city, aud among others Chorazin 
and Bethfaida; and he was now about to viſit the 
Places to che Weſt. But he had not made much 
reſs before he perceived thut, travelling in 
this manner, he could not do ſufficient juſtice to 
chem all; and therefdre he ſehr the twelve to the 
more diſtant places, while he eotfined himſelf to 
Nazareth and its neighbourhoed. That our 
readers may judge for themſelves how far this 
account. is ſupported b the evangeliſts, I ſhall 
quote their own words on the occaſion. 
After the events of the day on which our Lord 


called Matthew to attend him, this evangeliſt 


ſays, Ch. ix. 35, Jg ofus went about all the cities and 
villages, teaching in their ſynagogues, and preaching | 


the goſpel" of © the kingdom, and brabing every fickneſs 


and every diſeaſe tmong the people. But when be ſaw 
the multitudes, be was moved with compaſſion on 
them, -beeauſe they fainted and were ſeattered abroad, 
at ſbeep ba ving no ſbupherd. Tben fays he to bis: dif- 
ciples, The barveſt truly is pienteous, but the labourers 
are few; pray ye thertfore» the Lord of the barveſ, 
that he will ſend forth {abourers into bis harveſt. 
And when be bad called to bim his twalus diſcipies, be 
gave thim power againſt unclean gpirits, as : Theſe | 
twelve. Jeſus ſent forth, „ 
According to Mark, after the 3 che 5 
ſame, day at Capernaum, vi. 1. Jeſus went out from 
Ibence, and came into. bis aun country, and his. diſ. 
ciples followed him. He then arrives at Nazareth, 
where being rejected, v. 6. be went about the vi- 
_ —__ And be called unto” bim the * 
an 
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and Fe io ſend them forth by two. and two, and 
. gove them, power over unclean ſpirits, Sc, 


There are ſmall variations in theſe agegunts, 3 
for which reaſon. your Lordſhip may be diſpoſed 


to make another journey out of them, and by this 


means load and embarraſs. my ſyſtem more than 
you have already done. But I. ſhall not e 


at al ed * * 5 thing of; ER kind. 
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5 94 the number of = that 75 a "pk Teen fin go 
to travel. PET, 4. er 
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IN order 0 ieee the hurry wad 8 char 
you ſuppoſe I make our Saviour to have 


ee in, on my hypotheſis, your Lordſhip like Mr. 


Whiſton, draws a plan of all his journeys, from the 


firſt paſſover to the next pentecoſt, and then com- 


putes the number of miles he muſt have travelled 


per day. But, my Lord, when any ſcheme is 


repreſented, it ſhould be exhibited in all its paris, 


and not mixed with any other ſcheme. In this 
caſe, therefore, the time ſhould not be mine, and 
the journeys your Lordſhip's. And yet this is the 
manner in which your Lordſhip has treated me. 
This makes a mixture of the two ſchemes, and 
fn agreeable to neither of them. I am 
KH really 
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_ reall 1. a little ſurprized that the ann un- 
fairneſs of chis treatment ſhould not have ſtruck 
| yOu Lordſhip- Had I treated your Lordſhip i in 
the ſame manner, you would have ſl: the im- 
propriety of it in a moment. 
That we may examine this busen with more 
attention, I muſt beg your Lordſhip to turn to 
p.. 93 of your lettet, oanνƷZe will look over the 
| liſt that your Lordſhip has there drawn of our 
Saviour's journeys, a Twill point” out What arti- 
cles I admit, and hat Lobject to. „ Lwill then 
allow the ref in your own* numbers, that you 
may nog think that I: will contend. & for ee and | 
ue ſhall ſee how the account of his, ly progreſs 
really ſtands upon ach reibe i e with 
tt Lordſhip's. wits ni Ja Tb x n . 6 
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BY "y e From Jeruſalem to Judea” 75. 5 Granted. 
ff by «From Jude to. Cana —— 855 Granted. ; 
5 & fp Cana thro Nazareth F 1 Granted 
co Capernaum - - J 
Becauſe I do not ſuppoſe Jeſus to have * 49, FR TIT 
| paſſed thro' Nazareth; and for this, ac- . 


cording to your Lordſhip's map, I ought 1910 i 100 
to deduct more than 1 do, hen, I al- 8 1 


A 


low 20 miles. > PE CIP _ 
I-38) 8 an 1 
4. „The circuit about Galilee * ''Gr 


I | 


2 


1 Nba this ariel leaſt two 


thirds, becauſe I confine the circuit to 

the places in the neighboy Fhood of Ca. „„ 
pernaum, chiefly to the north of mat 10,1 % g 
town. deri 2x" I hag - 4; . 
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wid hs have. nothj TY ts 
all to dv, faul Wake your Lore) R 
ſhould not have put to my aceount thy e SISTHIONS 


journey hack again as eee e a 
thither, : one of ff hem a dot ba Se. ST PLING 
| been Without the other.” © =) THI bo nine 


$645 From Cupertituny 0 in 20% Granted: 
„ ToChoraſin Label. = = 
anke Habeas; becauſell fuppoſel>!:; tribe 1 85 
. „ ee beineluded inn 
No. Se 1 
8. e The je ſecond circuit abo ate Not 
Galilee” e — | wa © granted. 
in the Laſt fection- n enn Vaud 
9. © Crofling the lake in a ds 12. 1 ned d. 
to Gadara, and back to Capernaum 
19500 To. Nazareth 8 l C29.” Granted. | 
11. © Teaching and. 840 hing 133. Granted | 
in the eities Galilee [5 in part. 
This; journey I cbnfine to ga neighbourhood of Nazareth, 


and therefore mall not Perg park more e 2. number 
. 20. a 


{fiery 


b Dr tO N 
number of miles as have corrected them, you will 


find the whole amount to be 197, inſtead of 400, 
that is, not quite half as much travelling. And 
dividing this number by 50, vou will, find that 
there is no occaſion, on my hypotheſis, to ſup- 


poſe our Lord to have trayelled quite four miles 


mY day; and where is the great improbability in 
_ Few men of an active life, 1 believe, walk 
leſs, 


. 
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leſs, and many perſons walk three or four times 
as much the whole year through. | 55 

It is, beſides, by no means certain, though it 
ſeems to be generally taken for granted, that our 
Saviour always travelled on foot. Luke informs 
us, Ch. viii. 2, that in one of his progreſſes thro” 
Galilee (and it was probably the ſame in moſt of 
the others) he was attended by Mary Magdalene, 
and other women, WhO miniſtered to him of 
© their ſubſtance.” Now theſe women cannot 
be ſuppoſed to have travelled on foot, and would. 
they ſuffer the perſon on whom they attended, 
and whoſe: expences they defrayed, to do ſo, at 
leaſt. always ; 3. though this might be the caſe in 
little excurſions from any more conſiderable place, 
to the neighbouring villages, where the women 
might not always attend him 3 | 

5 his, I own, is conjecture. But if « os Lord 
was attended by rich women at all, I cannot 
think the ſuppoſition, of his not travelling always 
on foot, to be wholly without probability. The 
twelve apoſtles alſo do not, by any means, ap- 
pear to have, been poor, or unable to provide 
mules for themſelves. Peter, Andrew, James, 
J ohn, and Matthew, it is pretty certain, had 
ſome property, and none of the apoſtles-were in 
the capacity of lerne or in the loweſt clale 
of life. 
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Ide, eu ier ep ore —_ 
arguments for extending the time of our Lord's 
miniſtry, beyond the year and a few months that 
Mr. Mann aſſigns to it; It is indication of o/ber 
paſſovers intervening between the two that are al- 
lowed to be expreſsly mentioned by John. Every 
additional paſſover undoubtedly adds a year to 
the duration of our Lord's miniſtry, but your 
Lordſhip muſt allow me to n * on. 
dence for ſuch paſſovers. RR 
| You fay, p. 139, that all the evangeliſts, 
9 though they do not expreſsly mention any 

* paſſover to have intervened between the i impri- 
« fonment of John and the death of Chriſt, in- 
cc ply one when they mention 1 nen the 
« ears Df corn. 8 
But this event I pues before the pentecoſt ie 
the firſt paſſover, the moſt proper time of the year 
for that tranſaction. It is only the long ſtay that 
your Lordfhip makes in Judea that obliges 8 o 
defer it till after another paſſover. 

« St. Luke,” you ſay, p. 139, “ refers to n na- 
e tional feſtival between the ſecond and third paſſ- 
ce over.” when he ſays, Ch. xiii. 1. There were preſent 


© ſome that rold him of the Galileans, whuſe blood Pilate 
bad 


Sh , 
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bad mingled with their ſacrifices. But it is by no means | 
certain that this event happened during the courſe | 
of our Lord's miniſtry. It might not be at a pub- 
lic ;feſtival, or that ins! might not be a 

Ser.. 652 
There is alſo,” Was Lnokhin . p. 129% 
< another implication of the paſchal ſeaſon when 
« St. Mark ſays, Ch. vi. 39, that the five thau- 
te ſand, when they were miraculouſly ſed by Je- 
te ſus, ſat. down on the green graſs. This 1 
think I have ſufficiently accounted for before. n 
St. Luke, your Lordſhip. ſays, p. 139, 
cc alludes. to one or two of our Lord's journeys 
| ” to, Jeruſalem: beſides his laſt. Ch. x. 48,” Me 
i. came to paſs. as they went, that be entered into 
4 certain village, and a certain woman, named Mar- 
tha, received him into her houſes And alſo xvii. 11, 
Aud it came to paſs as be went to Jeruſalem, that be 
Paſſed  thraugh the midſt f Samaria and Galilee. 
With reſpect to theſe journeys, I can only ſay. that 
they appear to me to be the ſame, viz. that which 
pPreceded the laſt paſſover, though there is evi- 
dently a good deal ole confuſion in this part of 
Luke s hiſtory. The former is not ſaid to be 
any journey to Jeruſalem at all, or it might be at 
ſome other public feaſt, and not a paſſover. 
St. Luke,” your Lordſhip ſays, p. 140, fe re- 
“ cords a reference to his nee in Judea and 
ce Jeruſalem, Ch. xxiii. 35. And they were more 
ferce, Saying, be ſtirreth up the people, teaching 


throughout all Fadea, beginning from Galilee, to this - 


OY Neue. No it is not denied, but ſuppoſed by me, 
— | M2 „ chat 


* 
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that all wy latter part of our Lord's en was 
employed in Judea, after he had Pour the firſt 
ms of it in Galilee. + 


Tou ſay, p. 140, that « oaks Luke 155 Mar: 
e thew ſuppoſe our Lord to have been often at 


; Jeruſalem,” referring to Luke xiii. 34, and 


Matt. xxiii. 37. The paſſage from Luke is, O05 
Feruſalem Jeruſalem, that kilieft the prophets,” and 
floneſt them 'that are ſent unto thee; How' often 
would ! have gathered thy children to gether, as 4 ben 
doth gather her chickens under ber wings, and ye 
would not. The paſſage from Matthew is to the 

ſame purpoſe;” and almoſt in the fame words. T 
this I think it ſufficient to reply, that, in my 
opinion, the preaching of Jeſus in Jeruſalem 
at four public feaſts, and in Judea all the laſt half 
year of his miniſtry, ene Juftifles he 
language. | 

«© The aſtoniſhment and fear of the twelve, de- 
ce ſcribed by Mark, Ch. x. 32.” your Lordſhip 
fays, © imply that Jeſus had before incurred danger 
at Jeruſalem.” The paſſage is. And they were in 
the way going up 10 Jeruſalem, and Jeſus went Before 
them, and they Were amazed, 1 as _ followed 
they were afraid. 
Now this amazement ſeems to me to have been 
_ occaſioned by the idea of the difficulty our Lord 
had juſt before expreſſed, of rich men getting into 
the kingdom of heaven, when to be rich and great 
was their original view in following Jeſus. And 
their fear might have been occaſioned by the in- 
timation our Lord had juſt given them of- the 

Wh, perſecutions 
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perſecutions they” were to expect in his ſervice. 
Nothing 1 is there ſaid of any danger to Jeſus him- 
ſelf in particular. However, it is well known 
that Jeſus had been in danger at Jeruſalem, and his 
diſciples expreſsly referred to it, when they would 
have diſſuaded him from going to ſee Lazarus. 
In the laſt place your Lordſhip ſays, p. 140, 
that . our Lord's words, from the days of John 
« the Baptift until now, Matt. xi. 12.” are better 
ſuited to the opinion “ that the Bapriſt's impri- 
e ſonment had taken place eight or ten months 
cc before, than about four weeks. 
I anſwer, that they would have ſuited better ſtill 
if the interval had been eight or ten years; but 
better, as I ſuppoſe it, to have been four weeks, 
than four days. But, my Lord, from the days o 
John the Baptiſt, certainly means the beginning of 
his preaching, which I ſuppoſe to have been 
ſeven or eight months before ee diſcourſe of 8 
our Lord's. on 
After reciting theſe and other argirnejits; "TY 
your. Lordſhip' s own confeſſion ſtill weaker than 
_ theſe, and on which therefore I do not animad- 
vert, you very properly add, p- 144, « Still I be-- 
« ljeve that the ſagacity of critics would have 
« been fruitleſsly employed, but for John's ſup- 
ce plemental hiſtory.“ Much, indeed, my Lord, 
are the favourers of your Lordſhip's hypotheſis 
indebted to that one word Teoya in the ſixth 
chapter of that goſpel. It is the corner ſtone of the 
whole ſyſtem. But it ſeems now to be ſo much 
1 by. the W — of ſeveral able 
critics, 
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critics, that I cannot help thinking it will ſoon 
be forced out of the place it has ſo long QCCu» | 
pied; when all that has been ſo long and ſo la- 
4 boriouſly built upon it will fall to the ground. 


There are arguments of a different complexion 


derived from. the goſpel hiſtory, favourable, as 
your Lordſhip, thinks, to the ſuppoſition of our 
| 5 miniſtry having continued more than a 


year and a · ſeuẽ months; but I think I need not 


. Bd to them, as you ſay, p. 143, you © men- 


tion them merely that you might ſome where 
ce take notice of all the. marks, of ti; 


& to reſpect it, „ Iſfhall however juſt repeat them 


e reſpecting D 
_- the length of our Lord's miniſtry, or or ſuppoſed 


after your Lordſhip, that they may have an op- 
portunity of making what impreſſion they can 


upon our readers. They are the following. 
The parable of the fig tree, that Was barren three 
years; Luke xiii. 6: our Lord's ſaying I do cures 


to- day and to-morrow, and the third day I ſball be 


perfetted, Luke xiii. 32: Herod having deſired. to 


ſee Jeſus of a long ſeaſon, Luke xxiii. 8: our 


Lord's ſaying to Philip, John xiv. 9, Have T been 


fo long time with you? and. laſtly his faying to his 


diſciples, Matt. xv. 16,, Are ye alſo yet without 
underſtanding. I can freely ſay of ſuch arguments 


as me Valeau en Py e. 


e rot eee 
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f the argument for a 
an ke my On Oe Ws N 


Tus topic, my Land, is, in its own nature; a 

very vague one. For, leaving fa#s, we are 
too much at liberty to conjecture what we pleaſe, 
and therefore judge variouſly. On this account 
ws had intended not to have troubled your Lord- 
' ſhip, or our readers, with any thing farther on this 
ſubje&, but to leave what we have both advanced 
to make what impreſſion it will. But there are 
ſome obſervations of your Lordſhip on this ſub- 
ject, in reply to others of mine, that I think 
you will SO that 1 ene em ſeme mock 
tice bl. 

1 fall rſt malte one 8 FI which 
is, that your Lordſhip and myſelf, biaſſed per- 
haps by our different hypotheſes, are apt to attend 
to different e your Lordſhip more eſpecial-' | 
y to what you ſuppoſe our Lord had 10 do, and 
F to what he actually did. Your Lordſhip, for 
inſtanee, conſiders the buſineſs of inſtructing the 


twelve apoſtles, p. 170, as requiring a long ſpace 


of time; whereas I attend more to what they ac- 


tually leatned; and finding it to be very little, 


ſuppoſe it to have required but little time. And 
your Lordſhip muft' acknowledge that their fult 
inſtructions were not given before ä deſcent of 


the 


N 


r . 


P 
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_ the Spiri after our Lord's aſcenſion. ks his 
_death and en, they were as full as ever 


nt 


had acquired, indeed, a rr affection 1 ve- 


neration for him, on account of the perfect inno- 


cence and great excellence of his character, a 


conviction that he was a teacher ſent from God, 


and the Meſſiah, and conſequently a thorough 


perſuaſion that he was incapable of : deceiving 
chem. But ſurely a year's nen was 8 
cient for theſe purpoſes. | 

_ Your. Lordſhip ſpeaks, p. avg af n 08 
« ſeries of prophecies having 2 our Lord's 
« coming, and that every former diſpenſation 


e had a manifeſt ſubſerviency to his.“ But 1 


conſider the goſpel diſpenſation. as only opened by 


Chriſt himſelf, and therefore that thoſe prophe- 


cies equally reſpect all that was done by the apoſ- 


| tles, and indeed what is doing to this day. 


Tour Lordſhip fays, p. 172, that on my hy- 
potheſis <« it might have been objected in all 
« ages, that our Lord's miracles and doctrines 
cc had not been ſubjected to due ſcrutiny.” I an- 
ſwer, that this might have had ſome weight if 
no more miracles had been wrought in defence of 
chriſtianity, beſides thoſe that were wrought by 


Chriſt himſelf; but it has no weight at all when 


it is conſidered, that the power of working mira- 


| cles did not ceaſe with our Lord, but continued 


in equal if not greater vigour with the apoſtles, 
and others to whom they communicated ſpiritual 
Sitts. Our e, himſelf ſays, 0m xiv. 12, 

that 


— 


chat > af ſhould: fle- greater. things than be bad done. 
Accordingly, our Sayiqur's miracles did not ex- 
cesd thoſe of the apoſtles in magnitude, and they 


cerrainly: fell. far ſhott of them in number; and 
dhe latter continued throùgh the whole apoſtoli- 
cab ages ſo that all che effect that the beſt attelt· 


ed miracles could haye, was produced. 


On one occaſion your Lordſhip ſeemms to nee as. 


if you thought that, even fewer miracles, than our 


Saviour himſelf; wrought might have been ſuff- 


cient. For, after reciting the particulars of what 
you: ſuppoſe. him to have done in one year only, 
and chat into which you!rhrow, the leaſt, buſineſa 


Jos Gaye P. 166 fe This is the! ſubſtance of: all 


te that is recorded between the firſt and ſecond 


5: paſſover; and I. think it amounts to a very full 
. . goſpel, and ene a very 


Fi datizſactory proof of its divine origin. L 
As i has a near connection with this ſubject, I 

Hallhere introduce what your Lord! 
time that our-Lord, mult have ſpent at Chorazin 
and Bethſaida, in order to juſtify the vehemence 


of his denunciations againſt thoſe cities. From 


d our Lord's mention of n p. 94, and 


55 Bethſaida, as the ſcene of moſt of his mighty 


tt warks, and of ſuch as would have convinced Tyre 


« and Sydon, I conclude that they had repeated, 


Poa well as ample means of conviction.” rich 
There is only one miracle recorded as 


te wrought near Bethſaida, and-whoever has at- 


* tended to our Lord's manner will diſcoyer 


te traces in this relation, chat the inhabitants of 
12600 © N OF: that 
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chat place were deemed by hit uhwortty' of N 
his farther interpoſition to convert them. 
* think that Jeſus often viſited theſe places 
8 Capernaum, and that he both taught in 
their ſynagogues, and wrought miracles in 
their ſtreets. Cities twice mentioned with Ca- 
« pernaum ſeem to have enjoyed like means of 
< reformation with that favoured city; and the 
"804 adopters of an hypotheſis ſhew themſelves em- 
* barraſfed, who muſt alrnoſt neceſſarily recur 
ce to a ſingle miracle publickly performed, or to 
er as mech as was tranſacted at Capernaum in the 
ce evening of a ſingle day, as ſufficient grounds 
«: for ſuch awful declarations concerning the im- 
40 penitence and puniſhment of theſe cities. 
Now, my Lord, if I may be allowed to judge 


fer myſelf, I feel no embarraſſment at all in this 


caſe. On the contrary, I think your Lordſhip will 
find yourſelf not a little embarraſſed in ſnewing 
that even Capernaum itſelf, that favoured eity, ds 
you call ir, enjoyed any more advantage chan I 
ſuppoſe our Lord had, at leaſt time enough, upon 
my plan, to allow both to Chorazin and Bethſaida. 
For all that we know of his performing there was 
the cure of the demoniac in the ſynagogue, with 
the other tranfactions of that particular ſabbath ; 
his healing the centurion's ſervant on his return 
from his firft excurſion, the cure of the paralytic 
'Perfon, and the raifing of Jairus's daughter, wich 
the other events of the day on which he called 
Matthew, and the diſcourſe in the ſynagogue, 
related in the 6th * of John. 


Tour 
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Four Lordſhip may ſuppoſe much more than 
this: to have been done, but this is) all that is 
related; and, for my bun part, 2 no: reaſon 
ſor ſuppoſing any more. Your Lordſhip may 
| ſpeak as ſlightly as you pleaſe of 2 fingle miracle 
| publicly performed, but certainly if the circum- 
ſtances were ſuch as to leave no doubt but that 
it as a real miracle; it muſt-have been ſufficient 
to have anſwered all the proper purpoſes of mi- 
racles; and any thing farther, of that kind, muſt 
have been ſuperfluous. What could it have ſig- 
| ified to work repeated mirables before thoſe 

that aſcribed all our Lord's miracles to che 8 

of Beelaebub RR uo II 99) 

As to moral inſtructions, the aciivering of them 
cannot be ſaid to have been our” Lord's pafticy- 
lar buſineſs. He certainly neglected no pro- 
per opportunity of giving uſeful leſſons to the 
people, and eſpecially of correcting the abuſes. 

which the ſeribes and phariſees had introduced 
into the interpretation of the Law. But it ought 
not to be forgotten by us, that our Lord's pro- 
per buſineſs (if we may be allowed to form a 
judgment concerning it from the tenor of the 
goſpel hiſtory) was to exhibit ſufficient proofk 
indes was à teacher ſent from God; and ths 
iſed Meſſiah, and W pert = 8 refurybos | 

tion from the dead. 
Every thing elſe, fach- as the: praviciy: uſe of 
this, was the buſineſs of the ordinary Preachers 
of the goſpel. And, if we ſuppoſe our Lord's 
1 buſineſs, chat is ſuch as mo other perſon 
N 2 could 


£ 


” i 5 A ETER 10 THE 
with propriety. do, to have been any a 
than this (for: which one yrar was abundantly 


— — three years, or thirty years, world not 
have ſufficed. Nay he muſt b nos {are ig 
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FAVING Fonkdered enuf thing ww a more 
xe general nature relating to the duration of our 
Locd 's miniſtry; I am now ready to attend to what 
your Lordſhip has obſerved felatiig to ſome more 
particular incidents in our'Sayiout's hiſtory; eſpe- 
cially what you ſuppoſe to haue paſſed at Jeruſa- 
lem during the firſt patiores; e . ene 
and then in Galile. FROG 15Q © 
_ - Your Lordſhip objects to ene that our 
non did not ſtay at Jeruſalem during the whole 
eight days of the feaſt of paſſover, p. 19 3'Obſer- 
ving very juſtly from Grotius, that it was 
with devout Jews to continue there during the 
whole of the feaſt. This, however, your Lordſhip, 
who ſuppoſes our Saviour to have been abſent from 
Jeruſalem many entire feaſts, cannot ſay was ab- 
ſolutely neceſſary; the evangeliſt does not ſay that 
5 4 £ #1 | | he 


wy 
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ndl atbemded the whole feaſt, and the ſame writer 
; expreſsly ſays, that he did: and gophanother -of 
the feaſts; till the auiddie of. . 1 x3 130713 4. i | 
Bat your Lordſhip afferrs; p. r that at thin 
particular time Jelis-did-nor leave Jeruſalem be- 
fore tlie expiration of the eight days of the feaſt. 
re My reaſons,” your Lordſhip ſays, <« for. this aſ. 
r deren tg becauſe our Lord wroughtimiracles 
during the feaſt, becauſe he did not then truſt 
it himſelf to the many who believed in him, and 
e becauſe at that time a Jewiſſi ruler viſited him 
_ *© by night; and referred: to his miracles, as ſuf- 
te ficient to prove him a teacher ſent from God.“ 
But, as vour Lordſhip acknowledges, part of 
| chi ufd, vi. the preaching, working mira- 
cles, and conſequently gaining diſciples, might 
have been done ' befare- tbe feaſt, and a very ſhort 
time will-ſuffice for the reſt. I am ſenſible, how- 
ever, that the antecedent probability is chat, like 
other pious Jews, he would continue at Jeruſalem 
the whole eight days of the feaſt. But ſince, as your 
Lordſhip acknowledges, this was not abſolutely 
neceſfary, where can be the great improbability of 
his leaving Jeruſalem about the middle of this firſt 
feaſt, when he might have found himſelf expoſed | 
to ſo much notice from the miracles he had 
wrouglit, as might be inconvenient to him, 
eſpecially at the opening of his miniſtry, - Thy 
* Another probable argument, — | 
fays, p. 19, for the continuance: of Jeſus at Je- 
c ruſalem all the time of the Paſſover is this, that 


* r en ſuitable to his wiſdom and goodneſs, as 


& 4 


* 
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aims heavedly meſſenger.“ But, NN did 
he -notcattend: all-the-feaſts, and every day belong» 
ing to them? Your Lordſhip, however, refers to the 


her 3 his intimating his commiſſion at this 


] volt paſſoyer;, At this feaſt, | you ſay, p. 19, 
our Lord gave a plain intimation of his Meſſiah - 
75 ſhip, by calling the temple his Father's houſe.“ 
Fou add, the bolder his action of purging the 
*. temple was, the greater is the praiſe of his 
de fortitude;” But then, the leſs muſt have been 
his prudonce, which, according to the whole tenor 
of his conduct, was equally reſi: | 
ny at the opening of his miniſtrxJf... 
It is, I think, extremely improbable that our 
Lord ſhould eineſe to give any ſuch plain intima- 
tion of his being the Meſſiah ſo early; though he 
did there things from which, aſſiſted by the teſti- 
mony John, they might have inferred that he muſt 
be the Meſſiah. It is ſaid indeed, John ii. 23. 
that many believed on him, when they Jaw the miracles 
wobich be did. But it is not ſaid that they believed 
him to be the Maſtab, but only, in general; 4 
teacber ſent from God. This is all that Nicodemus 
intimates, John iii. 2. Ve know that tbou art a 
teacher come from God, becauſe no man can do theſe 
miracles which thou doeſt,' except God be with bim. 
And what our Lord ſays of his pretenſions n | 
| conn ruler is very obſcure and reſerved; '' . 
We deceive ourſelves, and are apt to be miſled 
in the interpretation of the goſpel hiſtory, by not 
ſufficiently confidering what kind of a Meſſiah the 
the Jews expected. Now our Saviour, aotwith-" 
4 | ſtanding 
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+ flanding/his working” miracles, was? n ſo 


ie was not at all probable that they would 
not appear that even John the Baptiſt over ex- 


preſsly called him the Meſſiah. He only ſpoke 


of him as one greatly his ſuperior, and Arn 


would baptize them with the oy Spirit and 


with fire. nnn 
Our Lord. himſelf appears to have: pit re- 


markably cautious on this ſubject. Ine; there 


is no evidence of his giving any pla: 


that he: was the Meſſiah till much A in his 


miniſtry: and the firſt open declaration he made of 


it was to the apoſtles only, accompanied with an 


expreſs charge, that they ſhould not make it 
Known. It is indeed remarkable that he expreſoly 
told the woman of Samaria, John iv. 26. that he 
was the Meſſiah, and conſequently, we may ſup- 
poſe all the people of Sychar. But from a town in 
Samaria it was not likely to ſpread, and Cong muck 
an, among the Jews. 
Is this conduct, my Lord“ eonlifiihe with bis 


hh given a plain intimation of his Meſſiahſhip . 
to all the Jews ſo early, and ſo openly as at the 


firſt Paſſover, or, as your Lordſhip expreſſes it, 
p. 45, with his having Py declared his office as 
the Jr paſſover. © 

©: Your Lordſhip, in giving reaſons why you 
ſuppoſe our Lord wrought no miracles in Judea 


(tho I can ſee no reaſon why he ſhould-not, after 


HOWE wrought many in Jeruſalem immediately 
2 


ERFORD.. ; or 


lingly unlike him that they -expeed, that 
ſoon ſuppoſe him to be the Meſſiah. It does 


2 
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before) ins onder, to ageount for, e ils : 
_ evangelifts.por-noticing this period of our Lords 
preachings-ſayss P. 49, ar f tho the Jews; bad 
n prejudices about the furetunner of their 
wk Meſſiah; the! true WER humble birth | 
*'and. ſtation; the erector of a {piritual kingdom 
« in the hearts of men, could; not. have run his 
te deſtined courſe without, che higheſt degree of 
Dx prudence.” _ ad ahis 
Now, my Lord, I do, not fee. the perfeR,con- 
dane def he publicly deelaring himſelf to be the 
M.eſſiah at the Paſſover, which muſf have been 
the extreme of boldngs I hond think af indiſare- 
tion) and his paſſing immediately after to ſuch an 
extreme of cautian, as to preach. during his long 
Ray. in, Jude without working any miracles; a 


- thing very unuſual, to ſay the leaſt, with our Lord, 


vhenever an opportunity offered. Indeed, my 
Lord, the methods you take to make this long 
ſtay and preaching of Jeſus in Judea paſs unno- 
ticed by the three firſt evangeliſts, is not, I think, 
ſufficiently conſiſtent with what you ſuppoſe to have 


been tranſacted at the paſſover immediately pre- 


ceding; and it. ſatisfies me that his preaching in 
Judea could not have taken ſo much time e 
Londionps imagine. | 
. Your Lordſhip conjetures,: p. 17 as 0 the 
t miracles wrought at Jeruſalem during. the firſt | 
ſe Paſſoyer were of that moſt benevolent concilia. 
e ting kind, which conſiſted in removing. human 
te fickneſſes and infirmities, which I think very 


BISHOP OF WATERFORD. "97 


| probable. But were not theſe: of a very different 
nature from cis violent cleanſing of the ' temple ? 
How: is this conſiſtent with what your Lordſhip 
ſays, p. 40, of * his not chuſing, during his con- 
tinuance in Judea, to attract general notice, and 
et to gather multitudes about him.” The buy- 
ing and ſelling in the outer court of the temple, 
for the convenience of thoſe who came to ſacri- 
ice, was probably an immemorial .cuſtom,” and _ 
had the ſanction. of the ſcribes and phariſees 
and therefore could not have been interrupted, 
in ſo violent a manner as that in which our Saviour 
did it, with a «whip, and overturningof the tables and 
feats, Cc. without ſetting all the then ſubſiſting 
authority at defiance,” Mr. Mann therefore thinks 
that this cleanſing of the temple (which none of 
the evangeliſts ſays was done more than once) : 
was done by our Lord only at the laſt paſſover, 
immediately after his entering the city in triumph, 
and with ſuch a popularity a as no power of ns 
| Jewiſh rulers could oppoſe. | | 
"Your Lordſhip inſiſts upon it, that this re- 
markable action was performed at the firſt paſſ 
cover, as well as at the laſt; and you think, p. 24, 
that you can obſerve ſome difference between 
the firſt cleanſing mentioned by John, and the 
ſecond, of which there is an account in the other 
evangeliſts; becauſe on the former occaſion the 
Jews only ſay, Vbat ſign ſheweſt thou ſeeing thou 
doeft. theſe things, and on the latter occaſion they 
abb. bow 28 _— bim. 


-E- 


Now 
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Now, confuliring that our-Lord; at the time 
this I lay che ſcene for this tranſaction, entered 
Jeruſalem with a crowd of attendants, ſinging 


Hama, blefſed is be that cometh in the name of the 
Lord (i. e. ther Meſſiah) it may eaſily be con- 


ceived that the phariſees and high prieſts durſt 
not openly oppoſe him; ſo that, tho! they con- 
ſidered him as aſſuming a high tone of authority, 
they did not venture, at that time, any farther 
than to afk him by what authority he ated. But 
how is this inconſiſtent with their privately re- 


ſolving, from that moment, to cut him off? In 


all other reſpects, the tranſaction, as deſeribed by 
all the evangeliſts, is the very ſame; and I can - 
not help thinking the ſcene of it to be, on many 


accounts, more properly 118 at the last, than at 
the firſt paſſover. 


Beſides, if our Lord had ated 3 chis 3 | 
rity at the firſt paſſover, he would have been un- 
der @ kind of neceſſity of enforcing his orders 
every time that he had gone to Jeruſalem; and 
if it had been repeated with proper effect, as we 
may be well aſſured it would have been, if it had 
been done by our Lord at all, the cuſtom would 
have been diſcontinued, and it would not have 
been to do again at the laſt paſſover. At leaſt, 
if the Jews had ventured to reſume the cuſtom, 


ve might expect ſome reference to former injunc- 
tions, and to à ſimilar conduct of his own, the 


next time that our Lord acted the ſame part over 


_ But all the * relate the tranſac- | 


tions 
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tion without giving the leaſt intimation that it 
had ever been done before. 


Some commentators have given 0 little atten- 


tion to the nature of this remarkable tranſaction, 


as to imagine that our Lord performed.it both on 
the evening of the day in which he entered Jeru- 


ſalem in triumph, and again the next morning; 
| becauſe Matthew ſays it happened on one of the 


days, and Mark on the other, But is ir not 


more probable that one of theſe hiſtorians, and 


eſpecially Mark, might be miſtaken with re- 


ſpect to the particular day, than that the ſame 
perſons who quietly ſubmitted to a violent ex- 
pulſion in the evening, ſhould have ſo far reco- 
vered themſelves as to have replaced their ſeats, 


c. and have reſumed their buſineſs early. the 


next morning, the populace at the ſame ny 
Oy our. ears and his CONT 
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on the fubjec of this ſection I a not tend 
to trouble your Lordſhip long. Jou do 
not pretend, p. 26, that my diſtribution of the 
events relating to our Saviour's tarrying in Ju- 
dea before his journey to Galilee is phyſically in- 
poffible; and the probability of it muſt be deter- 
mined by an attention to all the circumſtances. 
The circumſtance on which 1 laid the princi- 
wh ſtreſs, -in urging the ſhortneſs of that ſtay, 
was the total filence of the three firſt evangeliſts 
reſpecting it, and their uniformly repreſenting the 
preaching of the goſpel as having begun in Galilee, 
and afterwards to have extended to Judea. I 
therefore ſaid, © the thing was not ſo conſiderable 
ec as to have been even noticed by any other 
<« evangeliſt than John, though it was prior to 
de any thing that they (the other evangeliſts) 
e have related of the miniſtry of Jeſus, when it 
« was leaſt likely to have eſcaped their notice, 
« if it had been at all conſiderable,” 
Remarking on this paſſage, your Lordſhip ſays, 
p- 41, © Apply this mode of arguing to the ear- 
« lieſt teſtimonies which the Baptiſt gave Jeſus, to 
the miracle at Cana, and particularly to Jeſus's 
&* attendance 
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* attendance and mirac les: at the firſt Failover, 
ec and then judge of its concluſiveneſs. 
I anſwer, that I am very willing to apply this - 
mode of reaſoning as your Lordſhip dire&s, and 
to the ſame particulars. The earlieft teſtimonies 
which the Baptiſt gave to Jeſus are recorded by 
Matthew, Mark, and Luke. What your Lordſhip - 
here refers to in the Margin, viz. John i. 26, 27, 
28, I find in your Lordſhip's own Harmony placed 
after them, juſt as they are in my own Harmony. 
I therefore do not ſee the propriety of the inſtance 
at all. It is no caſe: of any thing conſiderable 
omitted by the three firſt evangeliſts, before their 
account of our Saviour's preaching in Galilee. 

The miracle at Cana, of turning water into wine, 
| beſides being of a private nature, known only at 
firſt to the ſervants of a ſingle family, does not 
appear to have been accompanied with any preach- 
ing; ſo that the uſe of it, as a confirmation of our 
Lord's miſſion, was not very apparent. And as to 
the miracles performed at Jeruſalem, till we know 
what they were, it is impoſſible to know whether 
they were conſiderable or not, or whether they 

were accompanied with preaching. _ 

The preaching in Judea, ſubſequent to this, 
your Lordſhip ſuppoſes not to have been ac- 
companied with miracles; and by this you ſeem 
to allow all that I contend for, viz. that: our 
Lord did nothing ſo conſiderable there as to be 


heard of at a diſtance, in Galilee for inſtance, _ 


where the apoſtles 'then reſided, in their ſeveral 


private capacities; ſo that, to every great Paper, 
an 


/ 
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may, with propriety enough, be ſaid to have opened 


bis commiſſion in form, i. e. attended with its proper 


- teſtimonials, and evidence, in Galilee, where Mat- 
thew ſays that he began to pov; and where the ; 


goſpel is always ſaid to have 5 
I had obſerved that the great fame of gene 


Galilec ſeems to have been occaſioned by the 


miracles he wrought after his appearance in that 


country. And if, as your Lordſhip ſays, p. 39, 
< jt. be doubtful whether our Lord wrought any 
4 miracles during this ſtay of his in Judea,” 


nothing that he did there could have greatly oon 
tributed to it. The people of Galilee are repre- 


ſented, John iv. 45, as having heard what Jeſus 


had mock foals, and not meg ſub- „„ 


ſequent to it. 
The expreſſion your Londſhip quotes! . 
Luke iv. 31, as a proof that his great fame in 
Galilee was occaſioned by what he did in Judea, 
appears to me eaſily to admit of a contrary inter- 
pretation, and to refer to the fame he acquired 
after his arrival there. The words of this evan- 
geliſt are as follows: And Jeſus returned in the power 


of the Spirit into Galilee, and there went ont a fame 


of bim through all the region round about; and be 


taugbt in their ſynagogues, being glorified of all. 


Here his great fame is evidently ſubſequent to the 


mention. of his arrival in Galilee, and therefore 


was probably occaſioned by ſomething done by 


| ne 445608] Pg 9 his 3 in 


* 


. 


BISHOP OF WATERFORD. wy 


* ſynagogues; which was the ſcene of en 
cure of 2 demoniac, and was at Capernaum. 
There is another argument againſt this — 
ſtay of our Lord in Judea, which, though I do 
not think deciſive, I think deſerving of your 
Lordſhip's conſideration. = 
Jeſus ſays to the apoſtles, John xv. 27, Ard ye 
alſo ſball bear witneſs, becauſe ye bave been with me 
from the beginning ; the moſt natural interpretation 


of which is, that they had attended him, not per- 


haps as apoſtles, but as diſciples from the com- 
mencement of his public miniſtry, and that they 
had continued with him ever ſince. This is per- 
fectly agreeable. to my idea of our Lord's not 
having properly Denn to preach till he came to 
Capernaum, which time it is'' probable 
enough chat all — twelve, except perhaps Mat- 
thew, attended him conſtantly,” and probably 
Matthew himſelf occaſionally (as he liyed at 
Capernaum, eſpecially when he delivered the ſer- 
mon on the Mount, of which he gives fo large 
a detail) though they were not ſeparated from the 
reſt of the diſciples till ſome. time afterwards ; 
whereas your Lordſhip makes our Saviour to have 
preached publickly ſome months in Fudea, alſo + 
in a leiſurely journey through Samaria, and at 
Cana, and to have preached and been rejected at 
| Nazareth before he reached Capernaum, that is, 
before the call of Peter arid Andrew, James and 
John to a conſtant attendance upon him. And ac- 
cording to the plan of your Lordſhip's harmony, 
the 5 pig were not ſeparated from the reſt _ 
+2 We 


— 
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the . till more than a whole year after tho 
commencement of his miniſtry. The wiſdom of 
this conduct is certainly not very apparent. 


s K c 7 1 0 N XII. 
of the Journey from 2 to Calle. 


ol this ſubjeck your Lordſhip” «diſpoſition to 


extend, and mine to Horten, are ſufficiently 


apparent. The whole journey was about hrs 


days according to our Lord's own way of travel - 


ling, and I give fx days to it, allowing for a ſtay - 
of part of two days at Sychar, and other unknown 


interruptions. Whetherthere be any thing in this 
to clog my ſcheme, I leave to the impartial to 
judge. Your Lordſhip, however, as uſual, diſputes 


every inch of this ground with me, and firſt with 
reſpect to the diſtance being a journey of chree days. 


. © When you aſſert that the whole journey, 
your Lordſhip ſays, p. 60, from Jeruſalem to 
« Galilee was but of three days, according to our 


4 za own mode of travelling, I ſuppoſe that 


© you have in view John ii. 1. But here it is 
0 eee that Jeſus ſet out from Bethabara, 
cc and not from Jeruſalem, which affects the diſ- 
« tance to Cana one half; and the words may mean 
ce on the third day after Jeſus' O 3 or on the 

6c third day of the marriage feaſt.” “. 
\ „ 


85 
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Nom. when I ſuppoſed that Jeſus might take 
thiee days to trayel. from Judea to Galilee, I al- 
luded ingt to John ii, 1. but to Lake xiii. 33. 
where we find that Jeſus, being in Galilee, ſays | 
he muſt trayel three days before he could reach 
Jeruſalem, or rather that he could not reach Jeru- 
ſalem till the third day from the time that he was 
i ſpeaking; I muſt. watk to day, and to. morrow, and 
n Fallomings for; it conn. Pe theta Prophet 
periſp out of Jernſalem. 

With reſpect to the e in or . your 
Lordſhip ſays, p. 6p, that * Jeſus probably ſet out 
from Bechabara, which might be; the caſe, | 
| Bur, in: the latter caſe, he was actually in Galilee, 
ſtaugh it is not ſaid where; ſo that the diſtanae 
muſt be reckoned from thente to Jeruſalem. 
Nor, my Lord, is the diſtance ſo great, but that 
perſons uſed to walking might very well Perform 


the. journey in the time our ſaviour mentions. 


For from Jeruſalem. to Capernaum, ſituated at 
the northermaſt part of the ſea of Galilee, does 
not ſeem to have been more than 60 ar 70 miles, 
* is, little more than twenty miles per day. 
Tour Lordſhip ſays, p. 60, that “ this: Jour- 
e ney; from Judea to Galilee was about equal to 
ee that from the neighbourhood af Capernaum to 
ce the coaſts of Tyre and Sidon, for vchich I allow 
<<. a fortnight or. three weeks, and leſs than that 
8 from the neighbourhood of Bethſaida to the 
*© town of PTE Philippi, for n : a 

Ac  formmighs Py: | | ; 
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But, my Lord, I did not ſuppoſe chat the three 
Je or the fortnight, in theſe caſes, were wholly 
ſpent in travelling only; for then it would have 

been a ſauntering buſineſs indeed, but in preach- 
ing, in a country which Jeſus had never viſited be- 
fore, and did not intend to viſit again; and for 
this purpoſe he probably made many deviations 
from the direct road. Whereas, in his journey 
from Judea to Galilee, it does not appear that he 
| ſtopped at any place beſides Sychar, and, as I ob- 
ſerved, he might ſer out from Bethabara, which, 
as your Lordſhip obſerves, is about half way to 
Galilee. For, after leaving Jeruſalem to go pro- 
bably to the neighbourhood of Jordan, he would 
naturally recede farther and farther from the « capi- 
tal; ſo that his journey to Sychar might not be 
more than half a day, arriving there, as he pro- 
_ did, the firſt day about noon.1 
+ To enlarge our Saviour's buſineſs on this j jour- 
ney. your Lordſhip ſpeaks, p. 62, of his © teaching 
ce and converting the Samaritans during two days, 
c and of his preaching the goſpel of the kingdom 
ce ag he journeyed.” But, my Lord, nothing of this 
is related in the hiſtory. Our Lord does not ap- 
pear to have had the leaſt intercourſe with any 
Samaritans, except thoſe of Sychar ; and. nothing 
15 ſaid of his preaching to Jews till he came to 
Capernaum, according to my plan of the events, 
or to Nazareth, according to your Lordſhip's. 
Mark, in Ch. i. 14, to which your Lordſhip 
refers, only ſays that Jeſus came into Galilee, preach- 


| * the goſpel of the kingdom of God. But this ex- 
OS; 


| 2 
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.. preſſion would be juſtifiable, though he did not 
ſtop to preach as he travelled at all, but only on 


his arrival in Galilee; and this I really an, was 


5 the meaning of the evangeliſt. 


Our Lord, indeed, cured a Nobleman': 8 4 * 5 


Fernen while he was at Cana; but nothing is 
ſaid of his preaching there, any more than when he 


turned the water into wine, at the ſame place. 


I do not ſay that he did not preach, but that no- 
thing is /aid of his preaching ; ; and he might chuſe 


to work that miracle, in order to raiſe the expec- 
tation of the people of that country concerning 
him, without giving them any farther ſatisfaction. 


And till long after this time, our Lord's preaching 
ſeems only to have been ſimilar to that of John, 


the purport of which, Was, Repent, for the kingdom 


of heaven. is at hand. ' The generality of his diſ- 


_ courſes, as they were only occaſional, ſeem not to 
| have been of great length. 


Your Lordſhip ſpeaks, p. 63, of ſome tay that 
our Lord made at Cana, and, you ſuppoſe it to 
have been four days; but nothing is ſaid by the 
evangeliſt of any ſtay, or of any preaching that 


would require a ſtay. I therefore conclude that, 


excepting his ſtay at Sychar, which there is no 
reaſon to ſuppoſe was more than ane whole day, 
our Lord kept travelling on till he arrived at 
Capernaum. 

As to the time of our Lord's ſtay at Sychar, I 
ſaid, that, tho' it is called /wo days, it might not, 
according to the Jewiſh phraſeology, mean more 
than oY of two days, ſo that he might leave the 

FS P 


wid 


s 4A LETTER TO THE 


a bh the ſecond dey. This you do not deny; 
but you ſay, that © ir appears from Matt. xvii. 1, 
ee compared with Luke ix. 28, that the words "hy | 
« alſo ſignify two complete days.” 9 
What theſe two hiſtorians ſpeak of "= the inter- 
val between the time of x particular'diſcourſe of 
our Lord's, and his transfiguration ; which Luke 
ſays was abont eight days after, and Matthew after 
fix days. But in this your Lordſhip ſuppoſes what 
T do not, viz. that theſe two writers were equally 
well informed: with reſpe& to that interval, and 
had the ſame idea of it; whereas it appears to me 
that Luke, who was not preſent, was not quite cer- 
tain about it, and therefore he ſays it was about 
eight days after; but Matthew, who was preſent, ſays, 
| poſitively that it was after fix days, or, as I interpret 


it, on the ** 4 from the time of the 875 8 
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YO oe Locdſhip ſays, p. 7 3 that you Ly cond 
i for! it, that the viſit to Nazareth followed 
e that to Cana,” meaning that it preceded the 
vilit to Capernaum; and, in reply to what I had 
advanced on the ſubject, you ſay, p. 76, cc St. 
© Luke directly aſſerts the fact, and 1 believe 
TAR. 

But, my Lord, Matthew is juſt as expreſs is in 
aſſerting! the contrary. He ſays, Ch. iv. 17, that 
after his arrival at Capernaum, eſus began to 
preach; and he does not ſpeak of his rejection 

at Nazareth till long after, viz. Ch. xiii. 53. And 
that this was the ſame rejection with that of which 
Luke ſpeaks, is as evident as a thing of this nature 


can well be; becauſe they are attended with ſeveral 


of the ſame circumſtances. In both the people are 
offended at the meanneſs of his parentage, and in 
both he replies that a prophet is not eſteemed jn 
his own country. Matthew ſays expreſsly, that 
be did not many mighty Wor ks there, and Luke 
does not mention any. 

Mark is as expreſs in placing the viſit to Na- 
zareth, and his rejection there, attended alſo with 
the ſame remarkable circumſtances, long after his 
preaching at Capernaum, in ch. vi. 1. Now as 
all theſe evangeliſts are equally expreſs, is not 


the 9 of two preferable to that of one, 
and 
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and "ON one the leaſt likely to be exactly inform- 
ed of the fact? _ | 
As to the two viſits. to © Eos which your 
__ Lordſhip ſuppoſes, and two rejections there, I 
mult ſay that I ſee no evidence whatever for it. 
For it can hever be probable that two viſits to the 
ſame place ſhould have been attended with the 
ſame circumſtances, Even Epiphanius, who makes _ 
ſo many viſits to Nazareth, PIE only one re- 
jection there. 
All the difference your Lordſhip pretends to 
find between the two ſuppoſed j Journeys, p. 70, is 
that in the firſt, mentioned by Luke, you ſay 
ce it ſeems ble that Jeſus wrought no mi- 
racle ;” whereas on the ſecond, mentioned by 
Matthew and Mark, be did not many mighty works 
there, only laying his hands on a few ſick perſons, 
and healing them. But, my Lord, Luke does not 
ſay expreſsly, that he wrought no miracle at all. 
You can only infer from his account, that he did 
nothing ſo extraordinary as he had done at Caper- 
naum, which is not inconſiſtent with his curing a 
few ſick perſons, which Mark evidently ſpeaks 
of as a thing that was inconſiderable. 
If, my Lord, a variation ſo very trifling as this 
will authorize us to ſuppoſe a repetition of any 
tranſaction in the goſpel hiſtory, J will venture to 
 fay, there is no incident in the whole compaſs of 
it that muſt not be doubled, if it has been re- 
lated by two evangeliſts, and trippled if related 
by three. No hiſtory can bear to be treated in 
this manner, and retain its credibility. It has 
been 
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been in this way, viz. by contending for the moſt 
minute agreement in the different accounts of the 


ſame thing, that much injury has been done to 
che evidence of chriſtianity already. TH 


I am, if poſſible, ſtill leſs ſatisfied with your 


Lordſhip's reply to my principal argument for 
the viſit to Capernaum preceding that to Naza- 
reth, viz. from the reference to miracles performed 
at Capernaum while our Lord Was at Nazareth 
in Luke iv. 23. / baſſoever we have heard done 


in Capernaum do alſo here in thy country, which I 
think clearly implies, that he had IS many | 


extraordinary miracles there. 


7 


To this your Lordſhip ſays, * This is a diffi- 
"200 culty which well deſerves our attention, as 
« chriſtian critics. I have (in the notes to the 
« Harmony) thus endeavoured to obviate it. 
© Ove may ſolely refer to the miracle recorded 


t John iv. 46. and the ſcene of which was at Ca- 
c pernaum, as Or, Luke viii. 39, refers only to 
<« a ſingle tranſaction. I add, and as 2, John 
« v. 20, refers only to the healing of the man 
«. who had been infirm for thirty- eight years. 
How this ſolution of the difficulty may ftrike 
other perſons I cannot tell. To me it ſeems very 
unnatural. A fingle miracle, the ſcene 'of which 
was at Eapernaum, when Jeſus himſelf had not 
been there, applies but very imperfectly, to ſay 


the beſt, to things that he had done in Caper- 


naum. In theſe circumſtances, I ſhould” rather 
expect that the reference would have been to 
the things he had done in Jeruſalem, or r Judea, 


Beſides, | 
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Fer” Beſides, Luke does not aſſert it as a 1 
chronology, of which he had taken pains. to be 
particularly well informed, that the viſit to Na- 
zareth preceded that to Capernaum. He only 
ſays that, paſſing thro' the midi of them (the people 
of Nazareth) 4e went his way, and came . down. to 

Capernaum. And Matthew an Mark, as I ob- 
ſerved before, are equally expreſs in noting. a 
5 great number of. eyents, which they relate as tak- - 

ing place between the viſit. to Capernaum and 
that to Nazareth; ſo that all the difference is that 
Matthew and Mark make it to be much longer 
after our Lord departed from Capernaum and 
went to Nazareth, than Luke does from Lal 
ing Nazareth to go to Capernaumm. 

With reſpect to the ſime ef the day. when! our 
Lord entered, Capernaum, on which your, Lord- 
ſhip, makes an obſervation. p. 82, I am ready, to 
0 acknowledge, that from Luke's, account only it 
would be moſt natural to conclude that Jeſus, met 
Peter and Andrew in the morning, immedi- 
ately after they they had been roiling all. night.,, 1 
doubt not Luke himſelf thought ſo. But his ; 
account, of this tranſaction. is ſo different from 
that of the other evangeliſts, that many comme; 
tators have thought them to be quite diſtinct 
from one another, and to relate to incidents that 
happened at different times. I think it moſt 
"probable that Luke was not ſo well informed 
of ne, Af the eee of this e e 


SECTION 


BISHOP OF WATERFORD. ny | 


. ** 4 
1 TY. Z "= * 7 1 
* > * * 
* bs = * » — 
a 4 6 — p 


"Taal SECTION. x. 


5 of the Ws oft the bent a to the Ati. 
ente, eſpecially Euſebius and Epiphanius, and ſome . 

"0" the Moderns who. baue moſt My follewed | 

them. e 


4 JT would, 1 doubr not, be a great | Ev 
to your Lordſhip, as well as to myſelf, to 
trice the whole progreſs | 'of harmonizing the 
goſpe Is from the earlieſt times. But this, I ap- 
prehend, it will not be poſſible for us to do com- 
pletely. It may be of ſome uſe, however, to col- 
lect a few hints to this purpoſe, from the works 
of ſuch of the early Fathers as have beſtowed the 
| moſt pains upon the ſubje&, as Euſebius and 
15 Epiphanius. As for the Harmonies of Ammonius 
and Tatian, it is very doubtful whether the works 
which go under their names be theirs, and if they 
be, it is generally acknowledged they are much 
altered and interpolated. Such as they are, I'muſt 
content myſelf with referring our readers to Lard- 
ner's Credibility, part 2, vol. 5. p. 140 &c. for an 
aàctount of them, having never had an ape 
| nity of conſulting them myſelf. _ * 

It ſeems to be ſuffcientiy acknowledged, that 
the earlieſt general opinion concerning our Lord's 
miniſtry was that of its being confined to one 
year; but of the manner in Which any perſon who 
held that opinion diſtributed the particular events 

| 5 * + 


* 
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of the goſpel hiſtory we have no 1 : 


However that a proper diſtribution of them on 
this plan is very eaſy and obvious, I hope I have 
ſufficiently ſhewn in my own arrangement of 
them, within the ſame limits. That confuſion 
and embarraſſment have been the conſequence of 
extending the miniſtry of Chriſt beyond the 
term abovementioned, I think I have alſo ſuf- 
15 ficiently ſhewn. And it will be no leſs apparent 
to us in the very firſt attempts to explain the 
hiſtory of Chriſt upon this plan, if we conſider 
the hints that have been given by Euſebius and 
Epiphanius, the only writers among the Antients 
who appear to have given much attention to * 5 
ſubject. | 
"FT he Harmony of Tatian, the diſciple of Juſtin 
Martyr, i is ſaid by Chemnitius to have comprized 
the whole hiſtory of the goſpel from the baptiſm 
to the ſuffering of Chriſt within one year (Pro- 
legomena p. 9.) but according to Dr. Lardner, it 
included the ſpace of two years. 
Leaving this uncertain, the next opinion on the 
fubje& is that of Irenæus, in which I believe he 
always was, and ever will be, quite ſingular; viz. 
that Chriſt, beginning at thirty years of age, 
preached till he was forty or fifty. All that we 
know of his arrangement is, that he made the feaſt 
mentioned John v. 1, to be a paſſover, in which 
alſo, according to Dr. Lardner, he was not gene- 
rally followed. But it ſeems, tho' on what au- 
_ thority does not appear (that it was from 
the reading of T2oxa in + John vi. 4, is by no 
means 
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means certain or probable) to have been after- 
wards generally believed, that our Lord's mini- 
ſtry extended to two years. We have no hints, 
0 however, given us of the arrangement of the 
events of the goſpel hiſtory according to this plan 
till after the time of Euſebius, who concluded, 
but from no good reaſon that appears, that our 
Lord's preaching extended to three 85 and an 
hal.” | 
He ſays it may be collected b John's 868 | 
pelt but he does not ſpecify the paſſovers men- | 
- tioned in that goſpel; and that the paſſover in 
John vi. 4, was not one of them, is, I think, 
en for the reaſon alledged before. 2 
His argument from external hiftorical conſi- 
durarionk is deemed by Dr. Lardner, and muſt 
be by every body, extremely weak and inconclu- 
five. Becauſe Luke ſays that Chriſt preached in 
in the highprieſthoods of Annas and Caiaphas, 
he concluded that he muſt have begun in that 'of 
Annas, and have ended in that of Caiaphas; and 
| becauſe, according to Joſephus, the highprieft- 
| hoods of Iſhmael and Eleazar came between 
them, he, without any authority from Joſephus, 
| ſuppoſed that they all held this office an intire 
year. He muſt conſequently have ſuppoſed that 
Chriſt died in the firſt year of the highprieſthood 
of Caiaphas. But according to Joſephus this 
muſt have been pretty early in the government 
of Valerius Gratus, and confiderably before the 
time of Pontius Pilate, Evidently contrary, to 
| the golpel hiſtory. W 
Q 2 | Notwith- 


„en 4 LETTER TO THE 


| - Notwithſtanding this, he- reckons the years of 
Tiberius from the death of Auguſtus; ſo that 
his fifteenth year was A. D. 29, Conſequently _ 
John, according to him, beginning to baptize 
in that year, he muſt have concluded that Chriſt 
ſuffered A. D. 33. which was Og the. » ag 
or ſixth of Pilate. - 4 5 
Euſebius ſuppoſes (Hiſt. Lib. 1 eng. 10. wad 
that preſently after his baptiſm, our Lord began 
to preach,” and called the twelve apaſtles ; and 
that preſently after this event John was beheaded. 
And yet, notwithſtanding the rapid ſucceſſion of 
theſe events, he preached ſo privately and inof- 
fenſively, as to have done nothing that is recorded 
by the three firſt evangeliſts for two years and an 
half, all which two years he elſewhere ſays was 
before the impriſonment of John. Whereas, by 
the clear teſtimony of all the evangeliſts, our 
Lord did not chuſe the twelve apoſtles till a 
conſiderable time after the impriſonment of John, 
and in the midſt of the moſt active part of his 
miniſtry. - 
That an 8 ſo a and Read 
ſupported ſhould become the prevailing one, and 
continue ſo to this day, is not a little extraordi- 
nary. And indeed, notwithſtanding the great reputa- 
tion of Euſebius, eſpecially as an hiſtorian, and tho 
his opinion concerning the whole time of our Lord's 
miniſtry be now generally received, it was by no 
means the caſe with thoſe who immediately follow- 
ed him... Far we find the opinion of the two years 
and nv 8 duration of Chriſt s$ miniſtry in, I be- 


lieve, | 


„ 
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ned all that we properly call the Fathers Who 


ſucceeded him, eſpecially i in Epiphanius. ie 
From this writer, in his account of the Alogi, 
* believed that the whole of Chriſt's s miniſtry 
was confined to little more than one entire year, 
we learn more diſtinctly what were the ideas of 
Chriſtians of his age concerning the manner in 
which our Lord paſſed his time before that year, 


the events of which, as they all agree, are related 


by. Matthew, Mark, and Luke, viz. in preaching 
wit bout any oppoſition, ſo that nothing is related 
by theſe three evangeliſts but the laborious and 
contentious part of his miniſtryxꝓe 144 | 

His general poſitions are, that Chriſt was born 


on the eighth of the Ides (that is the ſixth) f 
January, in the 42d year of Auguſtus (reckoning 


from the death of Julius Cæſar) that is, two years 


before the vulgar Chriſtian æra; that he was bap-- 


tized on the ſixth of the ides (that is the eighth) 
of November, in the fifteenth of Tiberius, reckon- 
ing from the death of Auguſtus; making it to 
correſpond to A. D. 28, and that he died A. D. 30, 


when Venutius and Caſſius Longinus were conſuls, 


having preached thro' the whole year 29, in which 
the Gemini were conſuls. Opera, Vol. 6. p. 446. 
\ , Placing the (baptiſm. of Jeſus a little after the 
feaſt of Tabernacles, he ſuppoſes him to have 


preached: from that time, without any oppoſition, 


a whole year, which he weakly enough calls he 
acceptable year; and then from the feaſt of Taber- 
nacles following, thro' the whole of the enſuing 
year, to have been violently oppoſed; and that in 
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Ws he ſuffered. 


But I ſhall g give our mis »better idea * i 
| harmonizer, if I partly tranſlate and partly abridge 
a few paſſages from him. He ſays, Vol. 1, p. 449 
* After the [expiration of his thirtieth year, 


E Chriſt eame to be baptized, and after the ſame 


«. thirtieth year he preached the whole acceptable 
c year of the Lord, without any oppoſition, He 
« afterwards went thro' a year of oppoſition from 
the Jews, in whichhe ſuffered much from their 
de vexation and envy, and moreover entered upon 
te a third year; ſo that in all he lived 32 years and T 
tc days.” In this we ſee how little regard was paid 
to the fancies of Irenæus, by a writer who lived 
about two centuries after him, and indeed to the 


4 opinion of Euſebius, who flouriſhed about half a 


century before 1 But to eee with 
extracts. 
C At his baptiſm,” he ſays, (Vol. I, p. 985 | 
0 « Chriſt Was 29 years and 10 months old. After 
ge this followed the forty days temptation, then a 
ce ſtay of about two weeks at Nazareth, then a day 
« or two with John. When he had left John, we 
« reckon two days more for the call firſt of An- 
« drew and then of Peter. In another day Philip 
« and Nathanael were called. The third day after 
e theſe two laſt was the marriage feaſt at Cana, 
where he performed his firſt miracle, — . then 
on, exactly thirty years old. 
4 The diſciples abovenientionzd having then 
« * left him, he was Joined by others, with whom 
60 he | 


cc 


ce 


4 
60 
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ernaum, afterwards to Nazareth, 


c then again to Capernaum, where he per- 
formed ſome miracles, as the cure of the wither- 
ed hand, and of Peter's wife's mother. Then 
returning again to Nazareth, he read in the 


prophecy of Iſaiah and was rejected. From 


thence he fled for fear of Herod, and after his 
flight remained at Nazareth. He then retired 
to the deſert, and en from . began 
to preach.” 


Afterwards, p. 4 is fan, 68 It i is plain chat 


Chriſt preached the acceptable year in which no 
; perſon oppoſed him. For the firſt year after 
the thirtieth of his/incarnation he preached with 


univerſal  approbation, ſo that neither Jews, 


Heathens, -nor Samaritans oppoſed him, 22 all 
heard him gladly. In this year he went up 
to Jeruſalem, afer he had been baptized, and 


paſſed thro' the forty days temptation, and choſe 


his diſciples. Having returned from the tempta- 
a tion to Jordan, and travelled to the fea of Tibe- 
rias, and to Nazareth, he went up to Jeruſalem, 
and in the midſt of the feaſt cryed, ſaying, 
If any one thirſt, let bim come to me and drink, 


(John vii. 37) and then he returned to Naza- 
reth, and Judea, and Samaria, and the . 


about Tyre. 


6 The firſt year being accompliſhed he again 
went up to Jeruſalem, and then they ſought to 
pprehend him in the feaſt, but were afraid. 
= oof feaſt he ſaid I do not yet go up to the feaſt. 
And they ſaid (John vii. 25, &c.) I. not this. 


00.” be 


/ 
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e be ice _ ſought to apprebend, and bebold be | 
: « * ſpeaketh boldly.” | 
After theſe chiogs; two years and ooh months” | 

(which he. particularly ſpecifies) “ being elapſed | 

< he ſuffered in the month of March, in the year, | 

after the conſulſhip of the Gemini.” | 

What little countenance-theſe notions, and this 

arrangement, have from the ſcriptures I need not 

tell your Lordſhip. We find no hint there of any 
period in our Saviour's miniſtry in which he was 
not oppoſed. The jealouſy of the high-prieſts was 
excited at the very firſt paſſover, before any men- 
tion is made of his preaching. It was on their 
hearing of his making more diſciples than John 
that he thought of retiring from Judza into Gali- 
lee. In the feaſt mentioned John v. 1, we read 
ver. 16, that the Jews perſecuted him, and ſought 
to ſlay him. And this feaſt, whatever it was, muſt 
have been a conſiderable time before the feaſt men- 
tioned in the viith chapter, at which he dates the 
oppoſition to Chriſt's miniſtry. Nay the paſſover 
in John vi. 4, as your Lordſhip ſuppoſes, muſt have 
intervened between it, and that in the viith chap- 
ter, which is expreſsly ſaid to be the feaſt of 

Tabernacles. 

I., therefore think chat; 8 all 5 antloncy 
were agreed that the a#ive part of our Lord's mi- 

niſtry, all tHar part in which they ſay he met with 

any oppoſition, and all that is related by the three 
firſt evangeliſts, was confined to one year, we are 
ſufficiently authorized by this tradition, and the 
plank ſenſe of ſcripture together, to reject all 

e (at -- 
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chat ſuppoſed part of our Lord's miniſtry which 
Paſſed without oppqſi , and in _ iis to one 
1 ear. rope ar 
So little attentions u we ſeo, had Pai e been 
| even, to John's goſpel, where only this pretend- 
ed acceptable year is to be found; that, if I under- 
ſtand him at all; he makes two feaſts of what John 
makes but one, and a long journey to come be- 
tween. them. And, what is ſtill more extraordinary, 
the ineident mentioned as belonging to the firſt 
| feaſt is ſubſequent to thoſe which he mentions as 
| belonging to the latter, as will appear by compa- 
ring the quotations in the paſſage recited above, 
His account of our Lord's viſits to Nazareth, and 
his j Journeys from that place to ee and 
hack, again, is exceedingly, confuſed. - | 
I much ſuſpect the account he gives of the: * | 
jections that the Alogi made to John's goſpel. 
They found fault, he fays, ꝑ. 444, with the goſpel 
of John becauſe he relates the attendance of Chriſt 
at two Paſſovers; whereas the other evangeliſts 
only mention his attendance at one, viz. the laſt; 
tho he adds they might have obſerved a third 
paſſover mentioned in John's goſpel, viz. that at 
which he ſuffered. But how does Chriſt's attend · 
ance at two paſſovers affect their hypotheſis, when 


they ſuppoſed that his miniſtry laſted at leaſt a 


whole year; and conſequently there muſt have been 
two paſſovers, at which he might have attended. 
I cannot help expreſſing my ſurprize that Dr. 


Lardner ſhould incline to the opinion of Epipha- 


Pius, and others of that age, of Chriſt preach- 
R : ing; 
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ing a your without oppoſition. He ſays bestens 
Part 2, vol. iii, p. 137.) * In John's goſpel there 
er are three paſſovers, and our Saviour's miniſtry 
« has two years and a part; but the former part 
of his miniſtry there related was not ſo'public _ 
ec as that after John's impriſonment. In the other 
* three'evangeliſts, who relate chiefly our Lord's 
s moſt public preaching, after John's impriſon- 
te ment, is the hiſtory of only fomewhatmore than 
te the ſpace of one "year. How much more is n not 
« very eaſy to ſay.” _ 
Dr. Lardner, however, does not oppoſe” the 
feaſt mentioned John v. i. to have been a paſſover; 
and he ſays it is a mark of the antiquity of the 
Harmony aſcribed to Tatian, that it is there ſup- 
poſed to be Pentecoſt, he himſelf finding no inti- - 
mation of any paſſover between the firſt mentioned 
by John and the laſt at which our Lord ſuffered, 
but that in John vi. 4. It is plain, however, tr 
Irenæus conſidered 1 feaſt mentioned John v. 1, 
as a paſſover, and ſol think men ere and 
-e have done. 
Ol all the modern profeſſed Harnoiivers Laney 

| is the only one that I know who has followed the 
plan of thoſe of the fathers who diſtributed the 
buſineſs of our Lord's miniſtry into two years; but 
his arrangement of the events is ſuch, as I imagine. 
will not give much ſatisfaction, ſince the lights that 
have been thrown upon the goſpel hiſtory of late 
years, and eſpecially in this country. | 
Before the paſſover in which our Lord had the. 


| interview with Nicodemus, he places a great part 
| of 
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of Chriſt's preaching in Galilee, and even the 

miſſion of the twelve, and the upbraiding of the 
Cities in which the chief of his mighty works were 
done. He alſo places the ſcene of Jeſus preach- 
ing in Enon; while John was baptizing there in the 
Auguſt after this paſſover. Then comes the jour- 
ney thro Samaria, the converſation with the woman 
of Sychar, and the rejection at Nazareth. In the 
January following he places the impriſonment of 
John, in the month following his death, and in 
March after this Herod hears of Jeſus, and ſup- 
. him to have been Joke: riſen from the dead. 


SECTION. XV. 


wo ISCELLANEOUS OBSERVATIONS, 


1 & the fit eue from See 4 


your Lordſhip 3 p. 77 dhe: our 
Lord's firſt excurſion from Capernaum muſt - 
C have required more than a week. But, except 
the general expreſſion of going about all Galilee, 
c. on which certainly no great ſtrefs can be laid, 
your Lordſhip cannot find any particulars of that 
excurſion, . that can be ſuppoſed to have required 
a week. All that I find are his viſiting ſome un- 
ines towns, With which Galilee was very thick 
| R 2 ſown. 


ſown; ns 3 on 8 ind wid! A | 
Leper.: And I muſt again inſiſt upon it, that un- 
leſs, in any. caſe; ſo much buſineſs be diſtinMly 
Specified, as would neceſſarily require more time 
than my hypotheſis admits, ſupported as it is by 
various external and independent evidence, I can- 
not relinquiſf it. On a variety of occalions, your 
Lordſhip may think that more time than y hy- 
potheſis admits would have been better. But it ĩs 
enough for me if it always allows |/ufficient time, 
tho! it may now and then be thought eres 5 
general, it = more time Than is Wanted. 


AN” - > A on ay; oy * N e e 5 


il. Of the time of the journey t Nair. 


TO lengiken out the time of our Lord's ove: 
neying, your Lorſhip appears to me to put a 
harſh and; improbable conſtruction on the words 
of Luke, in deſcribing the journey to Nain. 
After mentioning the cure of the centurion's ſer- 

vant in Capernaum, he ſays, ch. vii. 11, And it 
came to paſs, the day after, that he went into a 2 
called Nain. With reſpect to which yous L 
ſhip ſays, p. 899 ff It is by no means neceſſary to 

e ſuppoſe chat he performed this journey in one 
« day, accompanied as he was by many gf this 
© diſciples, ;and; much people. The, evangeliſt 
e may mean that he undertook; the journey on 
te the next day, not that he finiſhed . ,00111-.79 

Now admitting that the words of the evange- 
lt t bear this canyon! (chough 1 do not 
OY: | £ $1 think 
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ink that they will) Pl nor have recourſe to 
it wWithdut ſome more urgent ocſion than merely 
to gam a ſingle day, and 2 day chat I can very 
well ſpare your Lordſhip. On a former occaſion 
your Lordſhip ſaid a becauſe Luke aſſerted a 


thing you believed it. I ſhould think, there- 


fore, that in this cafe, rather than depart from 
the obvious meaning of his words, you might ſup- 
poſe: with me, that, on this and ſome other oc- 
caſions, our Lord might not travel on foot, 
Not that a walk of twenty miles appears fo formi- 
dable a thing to all perſons as it may to your 
Lordſhip. And perſons uſed to walking, as our 
Saviour and his apoſtles probably were, do not 
find it very fatiguing, unleſs unfavourable circum- 
ſtances relating to the er or he n * ö 
ee ee to make it fo, 1? 
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III. 8560 by eee ſabbath after the an. 
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AS nie difficile phraſe of: ackern Lakes 
vi. 1, which we render” the' ſecond ſabbath after the 
Ast, your Lordſhip knows that commentators are 
by no means agreed about ir, and therefore there 
can be no apparent difficulty in my placing the 
tranſaction of plucking the ears of corn, as I do, 
after the paſſover, and conſequently after the obla- 
tion of the firſt fruits, or while any corn may be 
5 . eggs to have been ſtanding in the fields. 
Your Lordſhip thinks, p. 11, „ with many 


| « commentators, that by this expreſſion Luke 
"EO means 


Ta * 


- - 
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g means the firſt ſabbath aſter the . * of 
_ * the, paſchal feaſt.” But to this I think there 
are ſeveral obvious objections. ; Conſidering. that 

the feaſt of Paſſover laſted eight days, the firſt 


ſabbath after the ſecond: of thoſe days might be 


the third day of the feaſt; and would generally fall 
before the expiration” of it. Suppoſing what is 
moſt. favourable. to your Lordſhip, and againſt 
which there is juſt ſeven to one, that the ſabbath 
preceding this: ſhould have been the very ſecond 
2 of the feaſt, this iel, or firſt ſabbath 
| after 1 it, would be the firſt day after the complete | 
expiration of the feaſt. And if our Lord conti- 
nued at Jeruſalem the whole eight ar, og the 
| feaſt (and whenever your: Lordſhip | 
ſtraitened for time you do not allow me a — ” 
day in this caſe) he could not have been in Ga- 
lilee, the ſcene of this tranſaction, in time for it. 
Beſides, I cannot think that corn was in general 
ready to-pluck and eat ſo ſoon after, or rather in 
the paſſover; the Jewiſh calendar being ſo ad- 
juſted, that the firſt corn in the country, gene- 
rally, I believe, unripe, was preſented at that 
time; the feaſt of Pentecoſt, which was fifty days 
after the paſſover, being called the feaſt of harveſt. 
By making this ſabbath the fourth after the Paſſ- 
over, or in the year I have pitched upon, on the 
firſt of April, I believe I have, without intending 
it, hit upon a day as proper for this tranſaction as 
any whatever; whereas your Lordſhip has been . 
rather unfortunate in 518 reſpect. | 
e | IV. Of 


a 
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. Of the debut of John, 


In confdering whether John the Baptiſt or our 
Lord made more diſciples, which I ſhall not 
particularly diſcuſs, vour Lordſhip, p. 31, omits 
the circumſtance on which, in my own mind, I 
laid the greateſt ſtreſs, which is that at the laſt 
paſſover, long after the death of John, our Lord 
Hilenced the Jewiſh doctors by aſking them, whe- 
| ther the baptiſm of John was from heaven or of 
men; when it appeared that they did not ven- 
ture to ſay openly that it was of men, becauſe 
they feared the people, all men holding John fot 
4 3 ee 26, Mark xi. _ Luke 
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I. Hive now: ngen all fr occurs to me ofa the 

preſent on the ſubject of our amicable debate, 
ns I hope I ſhall foon have the pleaſure of hear- 
ing from your :Lordſhip again. And having 
now,; I:thank God, recovered in a great meaſure, 


my former health and ſpirits, and being at length 


completely ſettled in my new ſituation, I ſhall be 
able, if nothing unforeſeen prevent me, to give 
a more ſpeedy reply to your next letter than I 


have done to the laſt, and ſo the controverſy will 


ſooner come to its proper termination. 
Your Lordſhip is pleaſed to ſpeak of our © as. * 

e fering in ſome concluſions of greater impor- 

« tance than thoſe we are now controverting.” 


Of this I am fully apprized, the articles of your 


Lordſhip's faith, as a member of the church of 
England, being upon record, and mine being 
ſufficiently known by my writings, as alſo the 
ſtreſs I lay upon them, as oppoſed to the te- 


nets of all the eſtabliſhed churches in the world. 


Yet, my Lord, it gives me more pleaſure to re- 


_ fle@ that, notwithſtanding theſe very conſiderable 
differences, there are ſtill greater things in which 


we both agree, and on which we both, 1 hope, lay 
ſtill greater ſtreſs; and they are things in which. 


all perſons who call themſelves chriſtians are 


9 
We 


_ BISHOP CO WATERFORD. 12. 


We both: believe ina God, the intelligent au- 
thor of nature, in his conſtant over-ruling pro- 
vidence, and in his righteous moral government. 
We both believe. in the divine origin of the Jew- 
iſn and Chtiftiao .revelations; that Chriſt was a 
_ teacher ſent from God, that he is our maſter, law- 
giver and Judge, that God raiſed him from the 
dead, that he is now exalted at the right hand of 
God, that he will come again to raiſe. all the 
1 dead, and ſit in judgment upon them, and that 

he will then give to _ one on us eee to 
our Nan ů 343-1 | 
Theſe, I need not: tell your Lotdſhip, are, pro 
. ſpeaking, the only great truths of religion, 
becauſe they are thoſe which have the greateſt in- 
fluence on our conduct; and to theſe not only 
the church of England, and the church of Scot- 
land, but even the church of Rome gives it's 
aſſent. If we ſufficiently attend to the impor- 
tance of theſe great truths, and give ourſelves vp 
to the full influence of them, we {hall all love as 
_ brethren, notwithſtanding all leſſer differences, 

and eſpecially ſ ſuch as we are now. diſcuſling, 

© Whether our Lord preached one year or chem 
years, three years or thirty years, we are perfectly 
agreed with reſpect to the great obje## of his 
_ preaching, and the obligation we are under to 
_ regulate our lives according to it; and from the 
catalogue of proper chriſtian virtues, we can 
never exclude humility, beneyolence ; or candour. 
, We mult judge gen, as we wail 'be. judged 
K ot =; + ounſclves, 


92 - & 


„„ 1A; LETTER FO THE! q, 
| agile waiting for the final ſentence of our 
great and common judge Jeſus Chriſt. nel; 


The time is, in reality, not far dikant, whey 
both your Lordſhip and myſelf ſhall know, from 
the firſt authority, which of us, or whether either 
of us, is in the right, with reſpect to the ſubject 
of our preſent controverff; and I hope we ſhall 
both in this, and in all other reſpects, ſo eonduct 
ourſelves, as to have no reaſon to wiſh it were 
more diſtant; but that when our Lord fhall-#4- 
turn, and tate an account of bis ſervants, and of ; 
the uſe we have made of the talents with which 
we have ſeverally been entruſted, we . 95 7 
"_ uri _ at od Wes gc, 


Nane 
#4 
IF 3D! 


With the rc rept, 1 a, ; 
day Lord, | 1:41; T7 e 


"Your ape 8 moſt obedient humble ran, 
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